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CURRENT TOPICS. 


A peciston or practical importance to many of our 
‘readers will be found reported under the name Ex parte 
Foster, In re Roberts, in this week’s issue of the WEEKLY 
Ruronren. It wiil be recollected that in Ha parte 
Stephens, Re Lavies (26 W. R. 136, L. R. 7 Ch. D. 127), 
the Court of Appeal held that a trustee in bankruptcy 
or liquidation, who had disclaimed a lease but had not 
given up the actual possession of the premises, was not 
entitled to remove the tenant’s fixtures. In the recent 
case a trustee in liquidation, having been served by the 
debtor’s lessor with the usual notice requiring him to 
decide within twenty-eight days whether he would dis- 
Claim the lease or not, sold the tenant’s fixtures first and 
then disclaimed. The Chief Judge held that the case 
Was not governed by Hw parte Stephens, Re Lavies, 
and that the proceeds of the sale belonged to the 
trustee. If this be good law—and it must be taken to be 
80 until the contrary is decided by a higher authority— 





it will be the plain duty of trustees in bankruptcy to 
sell the tenant’s fixtures before disclaiming: As ‘to 
whether it is good law or not, we will only venture to 
say that, , while the recent case may perhaps stand along 


with the, actual decision in Hx parte Stephens, it does 


not appear to us to be able to stand along with the 
reasons given by the Court of Appeal for its decision in 
that case.’ According to Lord Justice James, the 
position of a trustee in bankruptcy during the interval 
between the adjudication and his diselaimer of the 
bankrupt’s' lease is that he is not a trespasser but he 
has “akind of statutory licence” in order that he may 
consider whether he will disclaim or not (see his remarks 
during the arguments, 26 W. R. 136); and in the 
judgment his lordship clearly intimates that the 
Bankruptcy Act having provided (section 23) that a 
disclaimer shall operate as a surrender on the date of the 
adjudication, the interval between the adjudication and 
disclaimer, is not, to use the words of Baron Parke, in 
the nature of an excrescence on the term during which 
the tenant may remove the fixtures. In that case 
between the execution of the disclaimer and the removal 
there was only one day, but the court looked not to that 
interval at all but to the interval between the removal 
and the commencement of the liquidation—i.e., the ap- 
pointment of the trustee. The other lords justices also 
concurred with him in thinking that the disclaimer 
operated as a surrender of all rights and interests of the 
tenant under the lease, among which rights they appar- 
ently placed the right of removing the fixtures (see the 
remarks of Lord Justice Thesiger). Whether it is just 
or right that the landlord should have the tenant’s 
fixtures in such a case, is not, we suppose, a subject for 
the court to consider when construing a statute which 
is express in its terms. But certainly the whole 
tenor of the judgment of the Court of Appeal seems 
almost to justify the rather daring head-note in the 
Law Reports, namely, that “the effect of the disclaimer 
is to give the landlord an absolute title to the fixtures 
as from the date of the order of adjudication.” And if 
this is so, the recent decision of the Chief Judge is not 
supportable on authority. 





THE RECENT CASE of Mr. and Mrs. Agar Ellis’s children 
before Vice-Chancellor Malins and the Court of Appeal 
has given rise to a good deal of harmless moralizing on 
the part of most of our weekly and daily contemporaries. 
But two, at least, of the former have left this innocent 
track for the more difficult path trodden by those who 
offer legal remedies or suggest legal subterfuges. One 
of these more daring spirits says that *‘ the only real 
security in the case of mixed marriages” is “to have 
a definite agreement about the children inserted in the 
marriage settlement.” The other, after casually remark- 
ing that ‘“‘if a man is rash enough to marry a lady 
who is not of his own faith, he will do well to have the 
terms of the contract and the modus vivendi which it is 
agreed to adopt reduced to writing, and properly 
executed on either side; such a contract a court of 
equity will always enforce,” proceeds to suggest the 
following device, though why, if a mere contract in 
writing is sufficient, such an elaborate plan should be 
adopted we are not informed:—“Should a mixed 
marriage,” says our contemporary, “‘ be contemplated, 
and the possibility of dispute present itself, nothing is 
easier than to anticipate an unhappy litigation such as 
the present. The right of the father over his children 
is not absolute. He can, if he chooses to do so, formally 
abandon it. If a man in his marriage settlement inserts 
a clause charging his estates with a small annual sum 
for the purpose of having his children instructed in 
the Roman Catholic faith, or in any faith which 
our courts of law recognize, the Court of Chancery 
will compel him to carry out the contract, not in 
its letter merely, but in its spirit, Had Mr. Ellis entered 
into an undertaking of this kind, he would have 
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put himself out of court. Instead of doing so, he 
merely gave his verbal undcrtaking, and a verbal under- 
taking in such matters is not recognized by our courts.” 
This is very ingenious, but, we fear, like a good many 
ingenious plans, it would hardly be found to work in 
practice; at all events, it must be permitted to us to 
wait until we see a living father displaced from his 
parental control over the religious education of his 
children by the fact that the trustees of his marriage 
settlement have money enough to bring them up in a reli- 
gion of which he does not approve. As to the idea that 
it is solely the absence of a written contract that enables 
the father to claim the right of selecting his children’s 
religion, it will be sufficient for us to quote the observa- 
tions of the late Lord Justice Mellish in Andrews v. Salt 
(21 W. R. 616, L. R. 8 Ch. 622). ‘* The first question,” 
he says, “‘we shall consider is, what is the legal effect 
of an agreement made before marriage between a husband 
and wife of different religious persuasions that boys 
should be educated in the religion of the father, and 
girls in the religion of the mother? ‘We are of opinion 
that such an agreement is not binding as a legal con- 
tract. No damages can be enforced for a breach of it 
in a court of law, and it cannot be enforced by a suit 
for specific performance in equity. We think that a 
father cannot bind himself conclusively by contract to 
exercise, in all events, in a particular way, rights which 
the law gives him for the benefit of his children, and not 
for his own.” 





A conrEsponDEnT of the Times has plunged, apparently 
a propes de rien, into the thrilling question of ‘ The 
social rank of Queen’s Counsel.” After dwelling at some 
length on the terms of their patents, he arrives at the 
conclusion that “the place, precedence, and pre-audi- 
ence,” thereby given to each learned gentleman next 
after some other learned gentleman, only refers to their 
precedence in the courts and not to their social prece- 
dence. Otherwise we should have this terrible result, 
which we give in“ A. B. C.’s” own words : “If A. B. were 
appointed next after C. D. (a duke’s younger son), then 
A. B., a mere commoner, would take social precedence 
over all viscounts and those under them.” Apparently 
““A. B. C.” has not been able to find such a frightful 
example in real life as this which he hasimagined. But 
he refers to Mr. Charles Clark, who was appointed 
in 1874 with precedence next after the Hon. A. 
H. Thesiger, the son of a baron. If the patent 
gave social precedence, the horrifying result would be 
that ‘‘ Mr. Charles Clark would now be entitled to social 
precedence, not only over the oldest baronet, but over 
the sons of barons junior to Lord Justice Thesiger.” 
This result is so terrible to “ A. B. C.” that he not only 
shrinks from it, but uses its monstrosity as a clear 
proof of its impossibility. For after stating it, he says, 
“ The result, therefore, seems to be that Queen’s Counsel 
are entitled to precedence in the Queen’s and other courts 
of law, but not to social precedence.” This letter was 
followed by one from “Q.C.,” who, after referring to 
“‘ the elaborate erroneousness”’ of “ A. B.C.,” proceeds to 
show a little “‘ elaborate erroneousness”’ of his own, for 
he aesumes throughout his own letter that “A. B. C.” 
had supported, instead of destroying, the theory of social 
precedence. “QC.” elaborately explains that the pre- 
cedence is only in the courts. But it is odd, if ‘* QC.” 
is really 2 QC., that it did not occur to him to use 
this obvious argument against what he seems to think 
is the view of “A. B.C.” Suppose the highest existing 
«LC, to be entitled to the precedence of a baron’s son, 
and then a duke’s jonior son to be appointed. If his 
appointment had anything to do with social precedence 
it would degrade him—a result as terrible surely to 
contemplate as anything conjured up by the heated 
imagination of “ A. B.C.” 








Mr. Justice Manisty commenced the vacation si * 
in the Chancery Division on Wednesday last, when he 
sat in Vice-Chancellor Hall’s court and disposed of his 
paper of twenty-nine cases between eleven o'clock ang © 
luncheon time. The judge and the bar appeared in wig 


and gown, and those who were not in the secret might 
have been excused if they had failed to see any holiday 
look on the proceedings. 





TRUST DEED FOR THE BENEFIT OF 
CREDITORS. 


A pornt of considerable importance, upon which more 
or less doubt has hitherto rested, was decided recently 
in the Court of Appeal in the case of Johns v. James, q 
full report of which will be found in this week’s issue 
of the Werxty Reporter. The question, shortly put, 
was this :—Where a debtor executes a voluntary assign. 
ment of property to a trustee for the benefit of his 
creditors, has a creditor to whom the execution of the 
deed has not been communicated an equity to have the 
property administered for his benefit, provided it hag 
been communicated to some of the creditors and acted 
upon as to them, or provided the trustee is himself g 
creditor? The Court of Appeal, reversing the decision 
of Vice-Chancellor Bacon (26 W. R. 276), has held that 
there is no such equity. 

It had long been settled that the mere transfer of 
property by a debtor to trustees upon trust to pay his debts 
was inoperative to constitute his creditors cestui que trusty” 
under the deed in the absence of knowledge or concur- 
rence on their part. In such acase the trustees are mer 
agents or mandatories of the debtor, and the whole 
arrangement is looked on ‘as one for the benefit solely 
of the debtor himself. The question then arose ast 
the effect of mere communication of the deed to the 
creditors when not followed by any active token of 
concurrence on their part. This point did not long 
remain in doubt, so far, at any rate, as related to the 
particular creditors to whom such communication was 
made, and who took no step inconsistent with the deed 
declaring the trusts. It is manifest that equity required 
that they should be able to enforce the deed, and it was 
accordingly so held. ‘The true ground of this rule & 
well stated by Sir John Leach, M.R., in Acton v. Wood 
gate (2 My. & K. 490), where, after referring to a case ia 
which he says “‘ it seems to have been considered that 4 
communication by the trustees to creditors of the fact 
of such a trust would not defeat the power of revocation’ 
by the debtor,” he continues: — “It appears to me, 
however, that this doctrine is questionable, because the 
creditors, being aware of such a trust, might be thereby 
induced to a forbearance in respect of their claims, whieh 
they would not otherwise have exercised.” But with 
respect to creditors to whom no communication was 
made, doubts were raised as to whether they could nos 
claim to have the trust enforced after it had been acted 
upon with respect to other creditors (see Griffith % 
Ricketts, 7 Hare, 307). It will be seen, further on, that 
the recent decision of the Court of Appeal entirely re- 
moves these doubts, a 

There remained, in addition to the cases touched om 
above, another state of circumstances which was supposed 
to constitute another case, although, in fact, it was only” 
an example of the case where the deed is communicated | 
to some but not to all thecreditors. ‘This was when the 
trustee was himself a creditor of the debtor; and a de 
cision of the Court of Queen’s Bench (Siggers v. Huang,” 
5 Ell. & Bl. 367) has frequently been cited in the text: 
books as an authority for the proposition that in sucky 
circumstances the deed becomes irrevocable. But the” 
case of Siggersv. Evane, at any rate when looked at withy 
the help of the recent observations of the judges of the 
Court of Appeal, is really no authority whatever for 
such @ proposition, The head-note of that case, whick 
appears to give the facts correctly, is as follows:—“ 1 
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executed a deed of assignment conveying all his property 
to a creditor, S., in trust for S. and his other creditors. 
H, sent this deed to S., with whom he had not previously 
communicated on the subject. 8. received the deed on 
the next day ; and, on that day, a judgment creditor of 
fi. delivered a ji. fa. to the sheriff. On the next day, 
§, wrote to H. signifying his assent. On an issue be- 
tween S. and the judgment creditor, the jury found that 
the deed was honest and bond fide. Held, that S. was 
entitled to the property: the deed not being revocable by 
HL, inasmuch as it was for the benefit, in part, of 
the trustee S.; and 8.’s assent not being necessary to 
vest the property in himself for the same reason.” Now, 
the point raised for decision in this case, as pointed out 
both by Lord Justice James and Lord Justice Bramwell, 
was merely as to whether the legal interest in the prop- 
erty had passed or not. It in no way decided or 
attempted to decide who were the persons entitled to the 
benefit of the deed. The deed was operative to pass the 
legal property, because the trustee to whom it was com- 
municated was entitled to claim the benefit of it. It 
was not, therefore, inoperative as being a mere handing 
over to an agent or mandatory. 

In the recent case it was stated that one of the 
trustees was a creditor, though Lord Justice Baggallay 
said he was unable to find any allegation on the face of 
the statement of claim to that effect; and as the pro- 
ceeding was by way of demurrer, it must be taken, we 

that the recent case was not decided on the 
exact fact of one of the trustees being a creditor. But 
all the judgments of the Lords Justices are fatal to the 
notion that this can make any difference; and it may 
now, we think, be taken to be settled law that where a 
voluntary conveyance is executed for the beneiit of 
creditors, only such creditors as have been informed of 
its execution have any equity to claim under it, whether 
the deed has been carried into execution or not, and 
whether the trustee is himself a creditor or not. 

We may remark in conclusion that in all these cases 
the question is not, speaking strictly, one of the revocable 
orirrevocable nature of the deed. It is rather whether 
the party claiming is or is not a cestui que trust under 
thedeed. Communication to a creditor of the execution 
of the deed, followed by conduct on his part from which 
itappears or may be inferred that he has assented to 
it, makes him entitled to claim the benefit of it. The 
deed itself, or the mere handing over of the property, 
has no such effect ; and that the execution of its trusts in 
favour of some of the creditors does not carry the matter 
any further in favour of others is well laid down and 
explained by Lord Justice James in a few words, which 
alto show the whole legal aspect of the matter:—“ It 
seems to me that on principle you cannot create a right 
in A. when the deed has not given him a right, because 
something has occurred giving B. a right, who originally 
was in the same position as A.” 


A massive biue-book of over 600 pages has been printed, 
containing the evidence taken before the select committee of 
the House of Lords, appointed on January 21, ‘for the pur- 
pose of Saniing into the prevalence of habits of intemperance, 
and into the manner io which those habits have been affected 

recent legislation and other causes.” The committee, 
was presided over by the Duke of Westminster, held 

14 sittings, beginning February 15 and ending April 5, for 
ing evidence, and examined 42 witnesses, including Mr. 
Whitworth, merchant, of Manchester, one of the 

ry secretaries of the Sunday Closing Association; the 

Rev. Dawson Barns; Sir Henry Thompson ; Sir James 
; Dr. Albert Bernays; Dr. B, W. Richardson; Dr. J. 
tray M'Culloch ; Mr. A, M. Sullivan, M.P.; Mr. Murphy 
MP, ; and Mr. H. P. Gilbey. The committee have come to 
20 conclusion upon the subject referred to them, but in a re- 
Port, dated July 26, “ express their hope that they may be 
ited to resume their inquiry in the next session, with 


Sview to the further consideration of their report, whioh 
heey been unable to complete before the termination of 





General Correspondence. 


THE REAL ESTATES INTESTACY BILL. } 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—Amid the sapient reasonings which have exercised 
our legislators respecting this Bill, it is surprising that it 
has not occurred to anyone to take the following simple 
view :— 

The preservation of a large property, whether real or 
personal, in one ownership has advantages social and 
economic; but when any one desires to avail himself of 
these he can do so by creating an entail if the property 
be freehold, while he can produce substantially almost 
the same effect by the use of certain technical phrase~ 
ology if it be personalty. Now it is a reasonable thing 
that, in circumstances rendering this mode of limitation 
desirable, the owner should be able to effect it, and that 
he should be able to do so without the use of unneces- 
sarily technical expressions. Therefore, entails of 
every kind of property should be allowed to be 
created by simple language, and when created 
should devolve as freeholds in case of intestacy 
now de, 

But when no such circumstances occur as to render 
desirable an entail, neither is it desirable that the prop- 
erty should descend to the eldest son. In this case the 
owner always wishes it to devolve on all his children or 
relatives equally, and it is only by inadvertence or from 
a superstitious dislike to make his will that he fails to so 
provide. Can there in this, the normal, condition of 
things be any reason why all property sliould not 
alike pass to the executor on trust for the next of 
kin ? 

I would add that the more exactly the devolution of 
property is made to coincide with the course prescribed 
by the precedents of wills and settlements the more 
exactly will it answer the exigencies of that state of 
society for which those precedents were framed, and 
this observation but states a part of the larger principle 
that of all law reforms the greatest will be that which 
changes every common form of conveyance into a rule 
of law. H. W. B. Macxar. 


Exeter. 





It is not intended to appoint a third assize for Leicester 


in Ootober. 

An important addition will shortly be made to tle 
“ Rolla Series’ of chronicles and documents illustrative of 
early English history by the publication of the first volame 
of * Bracton de Legibus et Consuetudinibus Angliw,” which 
is now completed. Sir Travers Twiee, Q.C., has undertaker, 
at the request of the Master of the Rolls and ander the 
authority of the Lords Commissioners of her Majesty's 
Treasury, to edit the work of the great ‘‘ Father of the 
Common Law of England,” which has hitherto been almost 
a sealed book to the law student from its scarcity, and 
from the repulsive character of the text of the printed book 
of 1569. It has been recently ascertained that there are 
about thirty-five ancient manuscripts of Bracton’ in 
England, of which more than twenty have been examined 
by the editor, and he has succeeded, by a careful collation 
of the more important manuscripts, in correcting many 
ipacouracies of the text of the printed book, Te 
editor's view, as announced in his introduction to the firet 
volume, is that Braoton’s work was not originally come 
posed in the form in which it has come down to us in tle 
printed book of 1569, bat that it consists of various treat- 
ieee, compoeed at intervals by the author, and not written 
uno tenore, although ultimately consolidated into an agere- 
gate work, This hypothesis secves to explain certain diffi- 
culties arising out o —! conflicts of statement as te 
the law in different parts of the work, and it accounts for 
the variations which are foucd to exist in certain manu. 
soripts in the mode in which the treatises are group d 
ander different heada, and are diversely arranged ia books 
or in conturies,—.icademy. 
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Cases uf the Weck. 


Cover or BAnxruptcy—JuRispicrion—EJECTMENT= 
ForecLosuREAPPLicaTION BY ‘STRANGER TO BANKRUPTCY 
—Banxrurtcy Act, 1869, ss. 65, 66, 72.—In a case of 
Ex. parte Fletcher, before the Court of Appeal on the 25th 
of July, a question was raised as to the jurisdiction of the 
Court of Bankruptcy. A lease of a house had been 

i to & person who was a trustee for the bankrupt, 
‘and who had advanced money to him, and it was arranged 
that, as between him and the assignee of the lease, the 
latter should be entitled to the lease only in the character 
of a mortgagee and as security for the advances which he 
had made. The bankrupt was also to become tenant of 
the premises to the mortgagee at a weekly rent. After the 
adjudication of bankruptcy, the weekly rent being in 
arrear, the mortgagee applied to the Court of Bankruptcy 
for an order that the trustee in the bankruptcy should 
forthwith deliver up possession of the premises to him, 
and asked also that an account might be taken of what was 
due to the mortgagee on his security, and that, in default 
of payment of the sum found due, the trustee might be 
foreclosed. The bankrupt had made a second mortgage of 
the property, but the second mortgagee was not brooght 
before the court. The registrar refused the application, 
on the ground that the court had no jurisdiction to enter- 
tain it. Upon the hearing of the appeal the trustee in- 
sisted on the objection as to the jurisdiction. The court 
(James, Brett, and Cotton, L.JJ.) said that the cases 
relied upon in support of the objection were cases in which 
the court had decided that it would not exercise jurisdic- 
tion where it was asked to draw within its jurisdiction a 
person outside a bankruptcy merely because his opponent 
in # litigation had become a bankrupt. But where, a3 in 


the present case, the proceeding was not in invitum, 
bot a person who was making a claim against 
property of a bankrupt, real or personal, was. will- 


ing to submit the determination of his rights to the 
Court of Bankruptcy, it was very reprehensible for 
the trustee.to raise an objection to the jurisdiction of that 
court, under whose care the property of the bankrupt 
was;.and by which it was being administered. It was 
right that.astranger to the bankruptcy should be encouraged 
to come in and submit himself to the jurisdiction of the 
Bankruptcy Court, and thus prevent the necessity of pro- 
ceedings being taken in another court. And the court 
made an order that the*trustee-should- deliver possession of 
the property to the mortgagee within fourteen days, unless 
within that time the: trustee should pay into court the 
amount claimed by the mortgagee as due upor his security, 
as to which he must. make an affidavit. An account would 
then be taken, and, upon payment of what shonld be found 
due, the mortgagee must assign the property to the trustee. 
And the. court said that, thongh an order for foreclosure 
had never yet been made by the Court of Bankruptcy, they 
would not decide that it had no jurisdiction to make such 
an order, for it was very desirable to have everything re- 
lating to a bankrupt’s estate determined in one court. Bat 
in the..presens case an order for foreclosure could not be 
made, as the second mortgagee was not before the court. 
No doubt, in White v. Simmons (7 W. R. 938, L. R. 6 
Ch. 555), Lord Hatherley said. that foreclosure could not 
be obtained in bankruptcy, but that was only one of the 
reasons which he gave for his decision, the decision being 
that.the Court of Chancery had a concurrent jurisdiction 
with the Court of Bankruptcy to realize the security of 
an equitable mortgagee of property of a bankrupt. 
oe 

Costs—Taxation—Jvrispiction or Taxinc Master— 
Unnecessany Proceepinc—NecLicence or Soxricitor.— 
In a caseof The Ship Papa De Rossic, before the Court of 
Appeal.on the 7th inst., a question waa raised as to the 
extemt of .the jurisdiction of the taxing master upon a 
common taxation of costs.. Thé question was whetber he 
ought to have disallowed the costs of certain proceedings 
which bad been taken in an action, on the ground that they 
had been rendered only by reason of prior negli. 
genge on the part.of the solicitor; and it was contended 
that, under such circumstances, these proceedings ought to 
have been treated as unnecessary and improper, and that 





the costs of them should have been disallowed ; and, jy 
support of this contention, reliance was placed on the casey. 
of Re Clarke (1 De G. M. & G. 46) ; Re Atkinson and Pilghin., 
(26 Beav. 151); Williams v. Nicholas (1 Dowl. N.S. 840)" 
in which Coleridge, J., said, “Whether in the coun, 
of a cause certain steps are necessary or unnecessary). 
be taken according to the practice of the court, whether, . 
according to directions of the judges, certain expenses arg. 
allowed to be incurred, to this extent I am of opinion thas, 
the master may, and alone profitably can, inquire, and] 
have ascertained that it is the ordinary practice of the. 
master to inquire to that extent” ; and Heald v. Hall (2 
Dowl. 163), in which Patteson, J., said, ‘‘I do not think 
the master has a right to inquire generally as to whether 
the proceedings taken have been beneficial to the client; 
but, in this particular case, the tender of the money to the 
client having been made with the knowledge of the attorney 
before he sigaed judgment, I think the master might com 
sider the signing of the judgment an unnecessary act, upon 
which he had a right to adjadicate.’’ The court (James, 
Brett, and Cotton, L.JJ.) held that the taxing master had: 
no jurisdiction to disallow the items objected to. Jameg: 
L.J., said that the taxing master had a right to say, with 
regard to any particular step taken by a solicitor in'ay 
action, whether it was a necessary step or not, but he had 
no jurisdiction to go back into the past history of the cage, 
and say that a particular step was aright step to be taken 
only because the solicitor had himself previously been 
guilty of neglect. A matter of that kind must ke made. 
the subject of a distinct proceeding in an action by the 
client against his solicitor. All that the taxing master 
could do was to try the propriety of this particular item 
itself, and it would be throwing too great a burden on him 
to require him to do more. 


Brut or Sare—Recisrration—MortGace By Jom 
TENANTS—SUBSEQUENT ASSIGNMENT BY ONE OF THEM OF BIS 
INTEREST TO THE OTHER—BANKRUPTCY OF THE LATTER— 
Fixtures—Bitts or Save Act, 1854 (17 & 18 Vict. c, 36) 
ss. 1, 7.—In a case of Ex parte Brown, before the Court of 
Appeal cn the 8th inst., an important and novel question 
was raised upon the construction of the Bills of Sale Act, 
1854. On the 29th of April, 1876, Reed & Cavell, partner: 
in trade, executed a bill of sale, by way of mortgage, of 
fixtures and furniture and other chattels employed in their 
trade. The deed was never registered. In June, 1876, the: 
partnership was dissolved, and in January, 1877, Cavell 
assigned his half share in the mortgaged property to Reed, 
subject to the mortgage. From the time of the dissolution 
of the partnership the business was carried on by Reed 
alone, until the 22nd of March, 1878, when he filed 
liquidation petition, His creditors resolved on a liquidation 
by arrangement, and appointed a trustee. At the come 
mencement of the liquidation the mortgaged es was” 
in the sole possession of Reed. Cavell remained solvent 
The trustee claimed the whole of the mortgaged prope 
on the ground that the deed was void as against him for 
want of registration, and the registrar decided in his favoum 
Upon the appeal it was contended that the case was not 
within the words of the Bilt of Sale Act-at all. Section! 
of the Act provides that an unregistered bill of sale “ shall, 
as against all assignees of the estate and effects of te 
person whose goods or any of them are comprised in such bik” 
of sale under the laws relating to bankruptcy” . . « 
bh: null and bord to all intents and bari e-ny whatsoever, 
so far as regards the property in or right to the possession of 
any personal chattels poenpatedd in such bill of sale, which 
at or after the time of such bankruptcy,” . anit” 
after the expiration of the period of twenty-one days” 
allowed for registration ‘‘shall be in the ‘possession OF” 
apparent possession, of the person making such bill of sale.” 

he argument turned upon the meaning of the words which - 
we have placed in italics, and it was said that, even 
the word ‘‘ person” was read as equivalent to “ person @& 
persons,” still, in the present case, the trustes in the liquide’ 
dation of Reed was not the trustee of “‘ the estate and effects” 
of the persons whose goods were comprised in the bill of sale, 
for those persons were Reed and Cavell, not Reed alone; 
and, moreover, the goods comprised in the bill of sale were” 
not at the commencenv nt of the liquidation in the possessio’ 

“the persons making such bill of sale," but in tie 

ssion of one of them alone. The Act, it was com” 
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only applies to a case where the persons who become 
and are then in possession of the goods comprised 
in the. bill of sale, are identically the same persons as 
those who made the bill of sale. Otherwise, it was suggested, 
very great hardship would result. For instance, if three 
partners gave & bill of sale by way of mortgage, and 
afterwards one of them retired from the firm and assigned 
his interest to the other tw> and-subsequently became a 
pankropt, the other two remaining in possession of the 
goods and being solvent, the effect of the Act would be 
to givegoods, which belonged to them and the mortgagee, 
to the creditors of the bankrupt, though, since his retire- 
ment; he-had not been acquiring credit by means of the 
jon of the goods, while they would still remain 
liable’ to the mortgagee on their covenant to pay the mort- 
gage debt, So, too, if several partners executed a mortgage 
ofohattels and afterwards took in a new partner, and then 
they retired, and the new partner remained in possession of 
thechattels and becameg bankrupt, they remaining solvent, 
the mortgagee would lose his security for the benefit of 
the creditors of a person who was not a party to the bill 
of sale. The only way to avoid these and other similar 
unjast results was to construe the Act strictly, as meaning 
that, where there were joint grantors, the bill of sale was 
only to be set aside for the benefit of their joint creditors. 
Atany rate, it was urged that if the Act had any applica- 
tion to the case, it only avoided the bill of sale so far as 
regarded the interest of Reed, the liquidating debtor, in. 
theproperty. The court (James, Brett, and Cotton, L.JJ.), 
after taking time to consider, adopted the latter view. 
James, LJ., said that, if the ingenious argument of the 
appellant’s counsel was to prevail to its full extent, the 
resalt would be that a sole owner of goods could always 
evade the Act by joining with himself a mere dummy as 
co-grantor. A construction of the Act which would pro- 
dace such an effect would be very strange indeed. But, 
onthe other hand, it would be very unjust that, if two 
joint owners of goods mortgaged them, and one of them 
afterwards became bankrupt, the other remaining solvent, 
the latter and his mortgagee shonid lose all interest in the 
goods merely because the other had become a bankrupt. 
The object of the ‘Act was to enable the creditors of an 
insolvent to treat as void a bill of sale which had been 
secretly made by him. In the present case the bill of 
sale had been made by joint tenants, each of whom was 
possessed of the goods per mie et per tout ; but in substance 
is was an assignment by Reed of his moiety, and by 
Cavell of his moiety.’ The effect of the Act was to strike 
ut Reed’s execution of the deed, just as if his signatare 
had been forged, and the result was that the mortgagee 
‘would take Cavell’s moiety, and Reed’s creditors would 
take his moiety. Reed was, at the commencement of the 
liquidation, in possession of the moiety which he had pur- 
ported to assign to the mortgagee, but which, by reason of 
the Act, he had not effectually assigned. The assignment 
Was valid as regarded Cavell’s moiety, but it was invalid 
‘%s regarded Reed’s moiety. Consequently, the trustee 
Was entitled to a moiety of the property comprised in 
the mortgage. Cotton, L.J., said that he had enter- 
‘tained great donbt whether the bill of sale was 
not void altogether against the trustee, bat on fully 
considering the Act he had come to the conclusion 
that the trustee could only claim a moiety of the property. 
It would not be right to give a forced construction to the 
Actin favour of either side. Te was of opinion that when 
the Act spoke of “the person whose goods are comprised in 
such bill of sale,” it referred to the owner of the goods at the 
of the ex-cution of the dill of sale, and, in the present 
‘Gis, Reed, the liquidating debtor, was, when the bill of sale 
Was executed, rea'ly the owner of only a moiety of the prop- 
‘ty; and the fair construction of the later words in the 
“eotion—‘*in the ‘possession of the person making such bill 
of ttle’ —was that they referred to the possession of a person 
Whote execution of the deed would, but for the Act, have 
stood'in the way of the title of the trustee, and that could 

‘nly be the person whom the trustee represented. 


Another point arove with regard to the trade fixtures. The 
mortgage included Jeo the leasehold premises in which the 
trade of the mortgagors was carried on, »nd which were held by 
them, as to part under # lease executed in 1864; and, as to 
‘the other part, under « lease exeeuted in 1871, The deed 


‘contained an assignment and demise of (1) the part of the, 





premises which was comprised in the leas: of 1864; (2) 
the part of the premises which was comprised in the lease 
of 1871; (3) the goodwill of the premises; (4) the trade 
fixtures, furniture, and chattels —habendum, as to (1) for the 
residue of the term less ten days; as to (2) for the residue 
of the term less s-ven days; as to (3) absolutely. Whether 
by design or by an accidental omission, there was no 
habendum with regard to the fixtures and chattels. There 
was a power for the mor'gagee to sell the premises, or any 
part or parts thereof, either together or in parcels, and it 
was provided that, after any sale or sales should have been 
made, the mortg»gors should stand possessed of the excepted 
last days of the terms respectively upon trust for the 
purchaser or purchasers. It was contended that the effect of 
the deed was to give the mortgagee only an interest in the 
fixtures during the terms, and that the power of sa'e did not 
authorize him to sever them and sell them separately from 
the leasehold premises. Therefore, it was said the decision 
in Ex parte Barclay (22 W. R. 608, L. R. 9 Ch. 576) ap- 
plied, and not thatin Ez parte Daglish (21 W. R. 893, 
L. R. 8 Ch. 1072), and the bill of sale did not require 
registration so far as regarded the fixtures. The court, 

however, held that the mortgagee took an absolute interest 
in the fixtures. And James, L.J., said that the question 


whether the power of sale in terms authorizes the mortgagee 
t> sell the fixtures sepirately is only material when there 
is no previous separate assignment of the fixtures, 


Tiwe ror AppzALING—ENTRY OF APPEAL—ABANDONED 
Motrron—Costs—Orp. 58, rx. 8, 15.—In acase of Twycross 
v. Grant, before the Court of Appeal ou the 8th inst., the 
question was raised whether the day named in a notive of 
appeal for the hearing of the appeal must be a day falling 
withirc the period of twenty-oue days fixed by rale 15 of 
order 58 for giving notice of appeal. A notice of appeal from 
an order made by the Common Pleas Division had been 
served on the Ist of August, the day named for the hearing 
of the appeal being the 7th of August. The period of 
twenty-one days from the making of the order did not 
expire till after the 8th of Augast. The appellant did not 
enter the appeal, because he was told by the officer of the 
court that no more appeals from the common law divisions 
would be heard by the Court of Appeal at Lincoln’s-inan 
before the long vacation. The court was, therefore, asked 
on the 8th inst., by counsel for the appellant that the 
appeal motion might stand over until the Michaelmas 
Sittings: The counsel for the respondent asked for the 
costs of an abandoned motion. The court suggested that 
the appellant was in time to give a new notice of appeal, 
as the twenty-one days had not yet expired, but his 
counsel said that the notice must, by rule 4 of order 58, 
be a four days’ notice, and that there were not left four 
days of the twenty-one days. Moreover, the day for which 
he would have to give notice would fall in the long vaca- 
tion. The court (James, Brett, and Cotton, L.JJ.), said 
that the appellants must give a new notice, and that the 
respondent was entitled to the costs of an abandoned 
motion, the appeal not having been entered. Cotton, L.J., 
asked whether there was agy decision that the day for 
which notice was given must fall within the twenty-one 
days. No such decision could be foand, and his loréship 
said that upon the constraction of the rule he should come 
to a contrary conclusion. 


Cosrs—TaxaTIon—RerresHeR—Laroer ScuM PAID BY 
SOLICITOR THAN ALLOWED ON TAXATION BETWEEN Party 
AND Party,—In a case of Bustros v. White, betore the 
Court of Appeal on the 8th inst., a question arose as to the 
allowance on taxation of a refresher fee paid to a Queen’s 
Counsel. The solicitor had actually paid twenty guineas, 
but on the taxation between party and party the taxiag 
master had allowed only the ordinary fee of ten guineas. 
The solicitor claimed the additional ten guineas, which he 
had-actually paid, from his own client. Ono the taxation 
between solicitor and client, the taxing master refused to 
allow ‘the additional ten guineas, stating in his certificate 
that he had allowed the usaal and proper fee, and that he 
could rot allow more unless the client had previously aus 
thorized the payment of the -additional sam. » The divi- 
sional court had affirmed the decision of the taxing master. 
On the appeal, an affidavit-was-moede-to the effeot that the 














820 


THE SOLICITORS JOURNAL. 


Aug. 17, 1878, 


t 








additional fee had been paid because eminent Queen’s 
Counsel refuse to go into court unless refresher fees are 
marked on the brief proportionate to the magnitude of the 
case. The Court of Appeal (James, Brett, and Cotton, 
L.JJ.) came to the conclusion that thetaxing master had 
exercised his discretion on the facts of the case, and 
that he had not intended to lay down any general 
rule, and on this ground they declined to interfere 
with his decision. Brett, L.J.. said that, if he 
had thought that the taxing master had laid down a hard 
and fast rule that a refresher must be ten guineas and no 
more, he should have been anxious to overrule his decision, 
for the amount of a refresher must depend on the circum- 
stances of each cise. So, too, if the taxing master had laid 
down as a hard and fast rule that a refresher of greater 
amount than ten guineas could not be allowed unless its 
payment had been authorized by the express instructions of 
the client, h's lordship should “ave wished to overrule the 
decision. The solicitor was trusted by the client and he 
must exercise his discretion in the matter. If a solicitor 
paid a fee of unreasonable amount, because the counsel’s 
clerk represented to him that the counsel would not go into 
court for less, it was his own fault. Such a representation 
could not have been authorized by any counsel. <A clerk 
who made it did so at the peril of instant dismissal if it 
came to the knowledge of his master. It was contrary to 
every rule of the profession that counsel should, in a 
particular case, refuse to go into court unless a fee of 
specified amount was paid to him, though, of course, a 
barrister might refuse to take any business at all in a court 
ia which he was not in the habit of practising, without a 
special fee. 








BUSINESS BEFORE THE OFFICIAL 
REFEREES. 


Tue second annval return relating to official referees has 
just been presented, and represents an increase of work in 
the year from the Ist of April, 1877, to the 1st of April, 
1878, as compared with the _—_-- year. The referees 
have not all made the retarn of the time employed in hearing 
references in the same form, for, by a Treasury order of the 
24th of April, 1877, a fee of £5 is payable for each entire 
reference, irrespective of the time occupied, and consequently 
two of the returns give the namber of sittings held, and not 
{as last year) of hours occupied. 

Mr. Verey, who in the previous year had sat for eighty 
hours, held thirty-nine sittings during last year, and wholly 
disposed of twenty-four aud partly disposed of three cases. 
The aggregate sum of £11,544 1s. 114d. was recovered in the 
cases whoily disposed of, and in all the cases together 
£152 10s. was earned for fees, being an increase of £70 12s, 
on the fees of the previous year. Mr. Dowdeswell was 
engaged on twenty references, and held sixty-four sit- 
tings, and he earned fees to the amount of £140 13s. 
(being a decrease of £128 15s.), £14,615 &s. 8d. being 
recovered. 
the old plan of stating the number of hours actually 
occupied. The former, who in the previous year had sat for 
only 285 hours, sat last year for 597 hours, and was engaged 
for 50 hours more in travelling to and from country refer- 
ences ; but he only earned £198 8s. in fees, as compared 
with £299 5s. in the previous year. He wholly disposed of 
nineteen and partly disposed of five references; the total 
sum recovered was £15,866 4s. 5d. Mr. Roupell reports 
that he was engaged for 467 hours in hearing references, 
and 24 honors in travelling, having during the preceding 
year sat for only 273 hours. He was engaged upon 
twenty-eight references, and four more were sent to him 
but were withdrawn. The total of £19,835 13s. 11d. was 
recovered, but the fees puid in respect of the references 
before him fell from £252 to £240 4s. 

The alteration in the scale of fees appears to have had an 
unfavourable ¢ffcet financially, since the total fees for refer- 
ences have fallen from £903 3s, to £731 15s., concurrently 
with an increase in the number of cases heard; and as the 
four referees repr: sent a charge to the publio of £6,000 a 
year exclusive of the salaries of their clerks, it is to be feared 
that the official ref-rences do not constitute the most profit- 
able branch of the business of the Supreme Court. 


—_—_—_—_—_—_—_—_—_ 


Mr. Anderson and Mr. Roupell have adopted. 
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ASSIZES AND SESSIONS. 


Tur following is a full copy of the return to an addregg of 
the House of Commons, dated July 23, 1878, for “ Copy of 

the report made by the judges to the Lord Chancellor jy 

April, 1878, upon the subject of assizes and sessiong- 

together with a copy of the letter addressed to the Lord 

Chancellor by the Secretary of State on the 4th day of Jung, 

1878, with reference to the said report” :— 


REPORT FROM THE JUDGES RESPECTING 
CIRCUITS. 
May 1, 1878, 
Sir, —I am directed by the Lord Chancellor to forward for: 
your consideration the report which his lordship has received 
from the committee of judges whose opinion was invite 
upon certain questions as to assizes and sessions mentioned 
in the memorandum also enclosed. 
I have, &c. 
(Signed) Henry J. L. GRanAm, 
The Right Honourable Principal Secretary, 
R, Assheton Cross, M.P., &c. 


MemoraNDvM. 

The Lord Chancellor and the Secretary of State for the. 
Home Department are desirous of having the advice of som. 
of her Majesty's judges acquainted with the working of thp- 
present circuit system upon the matters after mentioned, 
The Lord Chancellor and the Secretary of State therefor 
propose to invite a small committee of judges to meet the 
Attorney and Solicitor-General, and to favour the Lon 
Chancellor and the Secretary of State with their opinion 
upon the following questions :— 

1. Assuming that there are to be four gaol deliveries in. 
the year, what is the best mode of dividing the year for 
that purpose ? 

2. What is the best mode of combining the time and work. 
of quarter sessions with the time and work of assizes, and, 
in particular, would it be desirable that quarter sessions 
should, once in every quarter, precede and be immediately 
followed by a criminal assize; the quarter sessions clearing 
the gaol of prisoners charged wth minor offences and the- 
assizes of those charged with more serious offences? In 
what way could this best be done ? 

3. Is it desirable that the jarisdiction of quarter ses 
sions should be enlarged, and, if so, to what extent ? 

4. How has the system of grouping counties for assizs 
worked, and is it desirable to continue, extend, or alter 
it ? 

5. Can anything, and what, be done towards economizing. 
jadicial time on circuits ; either— 

(a.) By altering the practice as to commission days, of 
which at present there appear to be about fifty-six 
for the eight circuits ; or 

(3.) By providing that one judge only shall go to certain 
circuits or places ; or 

(c.) In any and what other way ? 

6. How can arrangements be best made for provides 
more judicial time at Leeds, Liverpool, Manchester, 
Surrey for the trial of nisi prius cases, and in particalar 
can there be avy consolidation or rearrangement of the 
circuits in other respects which would enable three judges 
to go to the places last mentioned ? 

It is proposed that the committee of jadges shall consist 
of—(1) the Lord Coleridge ; (2) Lord Justice Brett; Md 
Mr. Justice Lush; (4) Mr. Justice Manisty; (5) Mr 
Justice Lindley ; and (6) Mr. Baron Haddleston. 


Report. 
Court of Common Pleas, Westminster, April 1878. 
My Lord,—We have considered the various subjects re 
ferred to us in the confidential note addressed to us by een 
lordship, and we have the honour to report as follows. Your 
lordship will understand that we are giving you our own 
opinions only, and that we do not assume to answer for any 
ges. 


ocher ire ‘ 
1, We assume, for the purpose of the answer which we 


make to your lordship’s first question, that there are to be 
four circuits in every year. We wish, however, to draw 


your lordship’s attention to the observations upon this 


subject which we have made at the end of our report. 


the assumption which your lordship desires us to wake, 


think that the four circuits will be most conveniently 
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to fit into the other business of the High Court which has 
“sto be transacted by the judges, by holding two circuits for 
the trial of civil and criminal business, answering to the 
t spring and summer circuits, but to be called the 
winter and summer circuits, and two circuits for gaol de- 
liveries, to be called spring and autumn circuits. (We 
reserve What we have to say as to nisi prius sittings else- 
where than in London and Westminster for our answer to 
the 6th question). The winter circuit we recommend to 
begin about the 11th January, the spring circuit to begin 
upon the Tuesday after Easter week, the summer circuit 
to begin as at present settled, and the autumn circuit to 
in upon the 24th October. The only circuit which 
he at all variable in point of time on this arrangement 
will be the spring circuit, but its variations can never be 
serious ; and we think it convenient and desirable to follow 
the principle of arrangement contained in the Judicature 
Act, and that the vacation, as of Parliament, so of the 
courts, should, as far as may be, concur with those periods 
which the general sentiment of England has agreed to treat 
as times of holiday and relaxation. 

2, We think that no change is necessary, and therefore 
that none is desirable, in the present times of holding the 
quarter sessions, except to extend the power of adjournment, 
#0 as to prevent their ever clashing with the holding of the 
assizes. 

But we think it very desirable, and we recommend, that 
for the future the commission for all the assizes should, as 
is now the case with the commission for the winter assize, 
provide that the judges should not be bound to deliver the 

Is of prisoners committed for trial at the quarter sessions, 
but only of those committed for trial at the assizes. The 
uarter sessions would thus four times a year try quarter 

sessions cases, and the judges would four times a year try 
-assize cases. The question which tribunal ought to precede 
the other in any given quarter of a year, as the difference 
between them could never be more than a few days, seems 
to us, upon this arrangement, to be immaterial. 

8. In answering this question we have felt some difficulty, 

some of us at least are strongly of opinion that it is 
not desirable to enlarge in any way the jurisdiction of 
‘quarter sessions as at present constituted. 

But upon the assumption that it will be maintained, as 
‘al present, for the trial of such offences as are at present 
Within it, we are not disposed to object to add to such 
‘offences simple burglaries, in which there has been no 
personal violence. Such an enlargement of the quarter 
sessions jurisdiction can hardly be seriously objected to, 

ile on some circuits it may effect an appreciable saving 
ofthe time to be devoted by the judges to the trial of 

‘criminals. 

4, With regard to the grouping of counties for assize 
‘purposes we are unanimously and strongly of opinion that 
it has worked ill; and so far from suggesting any exten- 
sion of the practice we entertain no doubt that it ought to 
be discontinued. It may, it probably does, effect some 
saving of judicial time, but it does so at the expense and 
tothe injury of every other class of persons engaged in 

administration of criminal justice. It is hard upon the 

sheriffs and grand jurors of a central county (take, for 
éxampie, Devonshire}, belonging to a group as to which it 
“reasonably certain that the assizes will never be held 
except in that central county. These, however, are for 
the most part persons of means and in a social posi- 
tion to compel attention to their jast complaints. But it 
operates with still greater and unjuster hardship on the 
petty jurymen, who are brought to and kept in an assize 
town sometimes for many days together, to try cases 
arising in other counties, at a serious loss of time and 
Money, and even without the small and wholly inadequate 
‘Temuneration which is awarded them in civil cases. It is 
‘within our experience that jarymen have been actually 
Without the means of finding for themselves food and 
lodging owing to their small substance being expended by 
‘the unexpected length of the assizes. 

Till recently it had been, time out of mind, the law that 

.jarors were only liable to serve on cases arising within 

own county. It seem singularly unjust to inflict 
upon the jurors of particular counties exceptional duties 
from which the jurors of other counties are practically free ; 
and if, to avoid this objection, the assizes were to be held iu 
-Tegular rotation in each county belonging to the group, the 





hardship upon the jurors, though ceasing to be exceptional, 
would be fresh aa general ; while the extreme inconveni- 
ence to everyone except the jury of trying, ¢g., a Bath 
prisoner at Bodmin, is too plain forargument. It is obvious 
that what is true of the jury is true alao of the witnesses. 
On the last winter assize the Birmingham witnesses, many 
of them professional men, were kept waiting for days at 
Northampton (the communication between which place and 
Birmingham is circuitous and inconvenient), whereas if the 
Birmingham cases had been tried in the county town of 
Warwick these witnesses could have been summoned from 
Birmingham by telegraph, and could have returned thither 
after being examined, in the space of afew hours. During the 
same assize some thirty or forty Carlisle witnesses were de- 
tained for several days at Manchester before the Cumberland 
cases could be reached, while the distance between the 
places was too great to allow of their safely leaving the 
assize town before the Cumberland cases came on. These 
are but illustrations which might be largely multiplied ; but 
we mention these because they are within the personal 
knowledge of members of thiscommittee. And it is perhaps 
not impossible that persons injured by crimes will rather 
suffer without redress than undertake the burden of prose- 
cutions under these altered circumstances. 


The working of the system is even harder still in the 
case of prisoners. A prisoner, belonging as a rule to a class 
of men of very humble means, is taken to a great distance 
and into another county to be tried for an offence. It is true 
that £20 may be provided for the paymentof the travelling ex- 
penses of his witnesses on application to a judge ortwo justices, 
and then only at their discretion. Such a sum must o'ten 
be entirely inadequate ; the provision itself must be to many 
entirely unknown ; it applies to travelling expenses only ; 
and it is obvious that many a prisoner must be wholly 
without the means of meeting the great additicnal expense 
thrown upon him of being obliged to take an attorney to 
a distance and keep witnesses in a distant town. Friends 
and connections of a prisoner who are perhaps ready and able 
to go twenty or thirty miles for him are neither ready and 
able to go seventy or eighty ; and whereas it often happens 
that a man can appeal to persons attending in court to give 
an account of his character and antecedents, it is highly im- 
probable that he could do the same if tried in a county to 
which he does not belong, and in a court where n> persons 
belongiag to the neighbourhood where he is known are 
‘at all likely to be attending. 

It is hard, too, in the case of an acquitted prisoner, to 
be turned loose on the world far from his own home and 
from anyone who knows him. An instance of this hard- 
ship occurred within the knowledge of one of us at Lincoln, 
where a very respectable and entirely innocent girl from 
Leicester, who was acquitted, might have been in real 
difficulty and trouble and even danger upon her acquittal 
but for the intervention of some kind, and charitable 
persons who chanced to be in coart and to be interested in 
her story. This, it is true, is a single instance, but it is a 
fair illustration of what might happen, and what probably 
will happen, in many instances, if the present system of 
grouping counties is persisted in. 

Other objections there are of weight and practical im- 
portance which will readily occur to the mind of anyone 
acquainted with the working of our crimival system, ¢.g., 
the extent to which prisoners and their witnesses will be 
thrown, without any means of redress or protection, into 
the hands of the worst class of attorneys, is an evil worthy 
of consideration. 

Bat we have said enough, we trust, to show that there 
are great and weighty objections to the system of group- 
ing counties as at present pursued, and, at whatever cost 
of inconvenience to the judges, we recommend its instant 
and entire discontinuance. 

5. The subject to which your lordship invites our atten- 
tion in this 5th question is no doubt important, and we 
should be very glad if we could suggest any method of 
shortening the time of circuits consistent with their effective 
and praotical working; bat we do not agree with the sng- 
gestion made in the paper of Sir James Stephen as to the 
abolition of commission days, nor in the reasoning on which 
the suggestion is founded. 

There exists on this subject a good deal of misappre- 
hension. It must be remembered that the cironits are 
attended by barristers who come from London, and who go 
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from place to place, and that at present it is only in a few 
places that there is a local bar. It would not be possible 
for the jadges to leave one circuit town and drive straight 
to the courts in another circuit town, and begin business. 

many cases the distance from town to town on circuit 
is so great that the judges would arrive too late in the day ; 
and if they do not, still briefs have to be read, con- 
sultations to be held by the bar, depositions to be 
mastered by the judges, indictments to be prepared ; 
and it is simply unpractical to suppose either that 
these things can be dispensed with or that they require 
notime. According to the experience of those of us who 
have had large practice on our circuits, the intervals occu- 
pied by the commission days—call them by what name you 
please—are absolutely indispensable to the proper conduct 
of a circuit. Whether the particular ceremonies of opening 
the commissions and going to church might be dispensed 
with or not is a matter on which opinions may differ. On 
the whole, we think that the fixing of a definite point of 
time from which the assize begins, and from which bar and 
clients are alike expected to be in attendance, is us+ful, and 
the attending upon Divine Service is a seemly and proper 
practice. But we are very sure that any attempt to dispense 
with the interval between one circuit town and another would 
end only in confusion and inconvenience. 


It must always be remembered that it is one of the 
essential conditions of a circuit system that the days for the 
assizes in various counties must be fixed weeks beforehand, 
in order to prevent hopeless confusion and trouble as to the 
attendance of jurors and witnesses. It will now and then 
happen, no doubt, that a day or two is here and there 
wasted by allowing too much time for the business at this or 
that place. The more usual complaint is that time enough 
is not allowed for the proper disposal of business by the 
judges on the circuits. They are more likely, if they err at 
all, to err, asa general rule, on the side of haste than of 
delay; but the abolition of an interval between circuit 
towns would certainly tend rather to delay than to speed. 

There are reasons why the particular circuit on which Sir 
James Stephen chiefly founds his recommendations affords 
no real ground for them. The judges on that circuit were 
Lord Justice Brett and Sir James Stephen. The Court of 
Appeal was broken up by the absence of oth-r members of 
it, so that the lord justice could not bave sat in that court, 
nor could he have sat in any other without a special request 
from the Lord Chancellor. Sir James Stephen coald, of 
course, sit only as a judge on circuit. Whatever arrange- 
ment, therefore, might be made for the commencement of 
the assizes in the different counties on that circnit, on that 
occasion, could not waste any judicial time, because neither 
judge could have been sitting in avy other court. It iscon- 
venient for the members of the bar on the South-Eastern 
Circuit that the commission days should, if possible, be on 
Mondays, because they can generally, with such an arrange- 
ment, spend the latter end of each week in London; and, 
under the circumstances which we have mentioned such an 
arrangement neither did in fact, nor could, cause any loss of 
judicial or of any other time, and Sir James Stephen's com- 
ment upon the course of that circuit has, it seems, been 
made under an entire misconception, or forgetiulne-s. 

We do not think that to send a single judge to particular 
paces, other than those to which & single judge has been 
accustomed to go, would work well. It would yield no 
saving of time unless counties were grouped, which we 
have already said we think objectionable. It would neces- 
sitate a complete destruction and reconstruction of present 
circuit arrangements, and would be exceedingly distasteful 
and injarious to the profession, without, as far as we cap 
see, any compensating, advantage to the public, for the 
sake of which no doubt the profession must be disregarded. 
It must be remembered also that if one jadge oly went a 
circuit on which civil and criminal cases were both tried, 
the civil causes must wait till the criminals were tried, 
with an increase, probably very large indeed, of the ex- 
pense. On this subject, however, Mr. Baron Huddleston 
is of a different opinion, and thinks that to some. extent 
and in some counties @ single jadge might with advantage 
dispose of the whole business. He does not desire to report 
ace to yous Pa ree. wishes that bis qnalitied 

issent from the opinion @ majority npon this point 
should be distinctly recorded. coupe gs ne 7 

The present system of locking up juries in cases of felony 





might, we think, be usefully amended, as it does in pragis 
tend unnecessarily to lengthen time consumed in ori 
trials on circuits. The fact that a jary caonot § 
during a trial for felony, led in former,days to sitting, 
to finish a case half through the night, and so ms 
longer, when the power of attention on the part of the: 
had long been exhausted, and in consequence mag 
justice was often done. Public opinion would not. 
tolerate such @ practice, and quite rightly ; bat the regu! 
is that a judge often will not begin a long case in the af, 
noon, from the extreme inconvenience of locking upg jgy 
for the night, and so timeis lost. Asa rule we think si 
with other distinctions between the procedure in. felony 
and misdemeanonurs, may safely be abolished ; but wagy 
disposed to think that a jadge should be intrasted withty 
power of keeping @ jury together, in his discretion, 
criminal cases, misdemeanours as well as felonies, a 
not likely to be often exercised, bat one which it x 
useful to possess. on 
No other change applicable to the circuits in g 
seems, after the fallest consideration, to be worth 
mending to your lordship. We have already said thi 
having regard to the inherent necessities of the gi 
system, we do not think that time is at present 
or even appreciably wasted upon the circuits. 


6. Further, we see no necessity for giving more ti 
than at present to Surrey for the trial of Nisi Prius. 
We hardly understand what is meant by “Surrey.” [fj 
is to be treated as @ county, and the rural parts of it 
pointed at in this question, there is no sort of reason 
amonnt or character of business for treating it» 
tionally. If that portion of the continuous met 
which is situated in Surrey is intended, the causes 
arise therein are at present, in the large majority of 
tried in London or Westminster ; and they are tried 
with far greater convenience to all parties concernalil 
them than by compelling them to be tried at Kingaton¢ 
Guildford, or Croydon—places all of them practical! 
farther from the metropolitan part of Surrey than 
or Westminster; and in any of which places causes 
be tried at far greater expense, and with much incm 
nience. The jurorsof London and Middlesex might inded 
complain of the hardship of having to try Surrey canss 
but the inhabitants of the metropolitan parts of San 
seem to us to stand, im respect of the trial of Nist Bi 
causes, in @ position exceptionally favourable 
Tae truth we believe to be that, with the preseat arts 
ments, in less than a twelvemonuth the judges will be 
plete masters of the work in London and Westmiuste, 
inclading that which is contributed by the metropoli 
part of Sarrey. Already, there is substantially no ar 
in London ; and, although things are not yet in thi 
at Westminster, they are, we hope and believe, si 
and rapidly approaching it. ; 

We do not think there is as yet any case shown forpm 
time to be given to Liverpool and Manchester, They hey 
and they ought to have, three Nisi Prius, Assizes ; 
our recommendation as to the circuits is adopted, a belt 
division of time will be efiected, and all reasonable ela 
upon the time of the judges satistied. We desire tom 
your lordship’s attention to a letter from the Nortbera? 
cuit Bar addressed to Mr. Justice Manisty, with which ® 
substantially concur, and a copy of which accompauies @ 
report. As to Leeds, we are all of opinion that the cass 
holding a third Wisi Prius Assize is too atrong to be resial 
and we recommend that it shuld be put in all respects oft 
the same footing as Liverpool or Manchester. We t 
that, with the amended 
each place are suffivient for the work at three pi 
that two judges can without difficuity be spared for 
third assize at Leeds, and that there is no necessity for - 
ing three judges to any of the places indicated in your} 


mee question, 

e€ have now, we believe, gone through the various q™ 
tions which your lordship has put to us, and have com! 
to you the answers and suggestions in respect to tiem! 
which the committee of judges has arrived. We ° 
ceeied on the assumption that four assizes wil a 
futare, be always held for, if not in, every county of Baym 
and Wales ; but we desire to express. to your lordslii fo 
wnanimons and strong opinion that the holding & ™ 
assizes is not in itself either reasonably neccoamly’ 
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all , have been detained in gaol too: long, is, no doubt, 
tue.” That, in itself, and apart from other considerations, 
ig desirable that’ every prisoner should be tried soon 
vafter his commitment is, no doubt, also true. But it is 
~ possible to pursue too exclusively an object in itself 

ood; to purchase at too great a price a result in itself 


. 
2 


le ; and in a practical matter like this to disregard, 

© jn pursuit of an object in itself good, considerations at least 

cp deta If, for instance, it should be found to 
im 


ible to attain the object of holding such frequent 
eliveries without greatly increasing the number of 
gaperior judges, few, probably, would: hesitate to say that 
- the general injury to the country of such a measure was too 
» great a price to pay, and that prisoners must wait. We think 
om the frequently repeated absence of the judges from 
© Jondon, and the frequently repeated holding of the solemni- 
© ties of assizes are in themselves considerable evils. The 
great and increasing cost and inconvenience thrown upon 
} eit and other officers, and the heavy burden inflicted on 
7 (on grand jurors, to some extent, but to a really 
. frmidable extent on petty jurors) and upon prosecutors and 
‘witnesses, are very great evils. The jurors at least are 
» jpnocent ; and upon them the repetition of assizes falls with 
great and increasing severity. A large majority of prisoners 
are guilty ; of those who are acquitted it would perhaps be 
too much to affirm that the majority are innocent ; and yet, 
for the sake of the small minority of really innocent pri-oners, 
who, again, in a small minority only are detained in prison 
unreasonably long, all these great and increasing hardships 
*ateinflicted on persons who in number far exceed them, and 
‘who, as a rule, are much better than even the innocent 
“prisoners in worth and character. Your lordship is, per- 
a hardly aware of what grievious complaints reach us on 
this subject, and to how small an extent the opinions of a 
few eminent men in Parliament represent the rea) teeling of 
» thecountry. If the toojfrequent trial of prisoners ends, as 
there is great reason to fear it will end, in making the 
administration of criminal justice distasteful and unpopular, 
«a thing in itself good is surely bought at a price which it is 
“Mot wise to pay. 

We do not insist upon the necessary lowering of the 
@fliciency of the bar, nor of the professional standard of 
the solicitors engaged in criminal proceedings which is 
‘certain to follow from the too frequent repetition of assizes, 
though it is a matter worth considering. The more ex- 
“perienced men will not leave London so often ; the better 

olass of solicitors will not fora few cases attend on the 
*¢riminal courts. Yet an efficient bar, as the least ex- 
* perience shows, is &@ most important element in @ criminal 
court ; and the general character of the solicitors engaged 
* insuch courts will not safely bear lowering. 
“We say nothing of the inconvenience to the judges. 
They must discharge such duties as the general good of 
the country imposes on them; and they will always dis- 
barge them in a cheerful and ungrudging spirit. But the 
office of @ judge is becoming less and less desirable, and it 
Would be a result to the country really disastrous if that 
“Office ceased to be an object of desire to the best men in 
‘the profession. It is not only the profession which would 
suffer by its best men declining judgeships; the whole 
country would suffer grievously, far more grievously than 
it suffers because in a small minority of cases prisoners 
are kept too long in gaol. Even this evil, except in the 
oF ces of capita! or very grave crimes, might be amended 
~ by the mach freer use of the power of bailing prisoners than 
is at present general. And we think that the practice of 
3 g accused persons be at liberty on bail, even on their 
_ Own recognizances, should, in all cases of minor offences, and 
_ in those which the magistrates think doubtful, be, if neces- 
fary, made more easy, and be more largely resorted to. 

Much more might be said, but this report is already too 
long. These:are some of the considerations that lead us 

~/ Unanimously to the conclusion that three assizes in the.year, 

vilfthe year was properly divided, would be as a rule quite 

‘sufficient; and we take the liberty of earnestly pressing this 

‘o@onelusion upon your lordship's attention, and through you 
t. 


»@pon the Gevernmen 
. | | ‘Exeept where we have indicated dissent on the part of:any 


of our number these recommendations are nnanimous, with 


* wsingle exception. Lord Justice Brett has reported separ- 
~ Sttely to your/lordship upon that one subject. The rest of: us 


That, in particular cases, prisoners, afterwards. 





concur-in the views upon thut subject which are expressed 
in ‘the earlier portion of this report. 
We have the honour to be, 
My Lord, 
Your obedient, humble servants, 
(Signed) CoLERIDGE. 
W. B. Brerr. 
R: Lusu. 
J. W. HuppDLEston. 
N. Linpiey. 
H. Manisty. 


Sgparate Report By. Lorp Justice Brerr. 


I am sorry to say that, after much consideration, I- differ 
from the other judges on the questions of the times of hold- 
ing assizes, and exempting the judges from trying criminal 
cases which may be tried at sessions. In all other points I 
entirely agree with their report. 

The object which it is desired to attain, as I understand, 
is such a distribution of the periods of trying prisoners as 
will cause as many of them as possible to be kept in prison 
before trial as short 2-time as possible. 

The plan proposed in the report signed by the .other 
judges seems to me to fail in attaining this object. 

It seems to me to leave all prisoners in prison ‘before trial 
for nearly as long a time as now, or at all events not for the 
shortest possible time. The scheme which I. propose will 
leave prisoners charged with serious crimes in prison ‘before 
trial for three months, but all other prisoners for no more 
than five, six, or, at the most, eight weeks. 

In-my view the only way of attaining the object I have 
stated is to treat. the assizes and sessions as one judicial 
machine for the purpose of trying prisoners, I would divide 
the periods between the trials of prisouers as nearly equally 
as practicable. 

It seems to be impossible to do this with effect without 
fixing the times of hvlding assizes and sessions without 
reference to Easter. The times of holding assizes and 
sessions must be fixed by statute, 

I would fix by statute the times as follows:— 

1. A civil and criminal circuit to commence on every 
cireuit on the 11th of January. 

The judges for each circuit would appoint the commission 
days for each successive county according to the exigence of 
business as now. 

2. A-sessions to be appointed by the justices, and to be 
held in each county as nearly as convenient in the sixth 
week after the holdiog of the assizes in tuat county. 

Thus, in the first county, the. sessions would,be held in 
the week of the 22nd February, and so on. 

3. .A criminal circuit to commence on the 6th April on 
all circuits. 

4, A sessions in each county as: nearly as convenient in 
the sixth week after the assizes in that county. 

I have suggested the latitude of “in the sixth week ” in 
order to enable the holding of sessions in two counties, say, 
in one at the end, and in the other at the beginning of the 
sixth week, so as to bring them near together. 

5. A civil and criminal circuit to commence on every 
circuit on the 11th July. 

6. A sessions to be appointed and held in each county as 
nearly as convenient in the eighth week after the holding 
of the assizes in that county. 

Thus, for example, in the first county the sessions would 
be held about the 26tu August. 

In the following counties they would be held . in 
September. 

7. A criminal circuit to.commence on every circuit on the 
24th of October. 

8. A sessions in each county to be appointed and held 
about five anda half weeks after the holding of the assizesin 
such county. 

Thus in the first county the session would be held about 
the 2nd of December. 

I give the following as specimens of.the manner in which 
the scheme I propose would work, 

Take the Western Circuit. 

The first, place is, Winchester, 
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Date. Weeks. |Days. 





Assizes at Winchester, Civil & Criminal | January 11 
Sessions pes si . one +. | February 22 
Assizes, Criminal ... . 1 April é 
Sessions be eeb oes +. | May 20 
Assizes, Civil and Lriminal ow. | duly | 
Bessions he ~~ one August 26 
Assizes, Criminal ... 

Sessions eco aes 


we October 24 
. | December 2 
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For the same circuit, take the third place, Exeter. 

The assizes, civil and criminal, at Exeter seems to be 
usually fixed about fourteen days after Winchester. 

The agsizes, criminal only, would probably be ten days 
after Wincherter. 

Therefore at Exeter :— 





Date, Weeks. 





«| January 25 
es | March 6 
es | April 16 
eee | May 28 

. | July 15 


Agsizes, Civil] and Criminal 
ae... bas ‘ion oon 
Assizes, Criminal ... 
Sessions... mi pa 
Assizes, Civil and Criminal 
Sessions one ox . | September 6 
Aseizes, Criminal .., one can es | November 3 
ions ae on ove +. | December 14 


Total 
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It is essential to this scheme that the judges should at 
the assizes try all prisoners then in prison or committed 
for trial. Otherwise the object, which I have stated as 
that which it is desired to attain, is absolutely frustrated 
as to all prisoners charged with crimes which might be 
tried at sessions. This is the chief ground of my objection 
to the exemption of the judges from trying sessions cases. 

But there is another objection which seems to me almost 
equally strong. 

If the cases which can be tried at sessions are tried only 
there, such class of crimes in each locality is tried always 
by a local, and, practically, the same tribunal. In one 
locality it would almost inevitably follow that one rate of 
punisbment would prevail, whilst in the next locality 
another rate would prevail. 

The same kind of diversity would be noticed in punish- 
ments as has been observed in gaol management, and arising 
from the same cause. 

Whereas the same judge does not always go the same 
circuit. 

It is useful, as it seems to me, that the class of cases tried 
by the justices should in the same place be sometimes tried 
by the judges, in order that both sides may see how minds 
differently trained view similar transactions. 

A ea a uniformity of punishment is probably attained. 

It has been suggested to me that the alteration of the 
times of hclding sessions would not be acceptable to the 
gentlemen of the counties. 

I cannot think, if the scheme is otherwise thought good, 
that this objection will prevail. 

For these reasons I am of opinion that the scheme which 
I have thus proposed is the only one which can produce the 


desired effect. 
(Signed) Wirrtam Baxion Brett. 


As to the grouping of counties, I beg to forward a present- 
ment of the grand jury of Cumberland, and a very important 
report of the chief constable of Cumberland. 


ANNEXES, 

Letter addressed to the Honourable Mr. Justice Manis-ty. 

2, Harcourt-buildings, Temple, March 1, 1878. 
Dear Mr. Justice Manisty,—Mr. Justice Denman, when on 
the Northern Circuit in January, informed several members 
of the circuit that a committee of judges was sitting to con- 
sider the question of the proposed new assizes, and that the 
committee would be willing to receive suggestions submitted 
to them from the cireuit. In consequence, the Queen’s 
Counsel and leading juniors of the circuit have held two 
meetings at my chambers, and have requested me to draw up 





ee 
a memorandum of the suggestions which we desire to subg, 
to the committee. You are, we believe, a Membe 
of the committee, and we therefore think 4, 


form of a letter to you, and to request you to lay it 


experience, as an old member of the circuit, of the arranges 
ments and the state of business on the circuit. 

In submitting suggestions to you, we are placed in 
difficulty, that we do not know the exact points upon whig 
you are deliberating, aud hence our suggestions my 
necessarily be vague, and may become unnecessary. 

Our only course, therefore, is to begin by pointing og 
where the present arrangements are found to work 
Now, by these arrangements, since the introduction of th 
Judicature Act, circuits and the sittings in baxco and in ty 
Appeal Court have gone on simultaneously, and, y 
the result, counsel on circuit have been compelled y 
come up to town, leaving cases in which they hay 
been retained on circuit in order to appear in bang 
or before the Appeal Court in other cases which they hay 
followed through every stage up to that point. No 
ment need be addressed to you or to the other membeq 
of the committee to prove that this result is contrary » 
the interest alike of the suitors and of the counsel, and w 
feel confident that it is enough to call your attention 
the facts. To meet the evil, we venture to suggest tha 
the principle should be adopted that, as far as practicabh 
business in banco and in the Court of Appeal in whid 
counsel are engaged who are absent on circuit should nothy 
taken during their absence on circuit. It would not 
possible, we think, for many reasons, to formulate this 4 
a rule of procedure; but the object desired would be ob 
tained if it were understood to be the regular practice, a4 
in fact, it was formerly in the Exchequer Chamber whe. 
ever the sittings of the chamber overlapped the assize, 
Counsel would then be able to make arrangements accori- 
ingly. Onur suggestion, you will observe, deals both with 
business in banco and with business in the Court o 
Appeal. So far as relates to the Court of Appeal, we 
assome that the arrangement of its business must ret 
with the judges of that court, and that our suggestiow 
ought to be submitted to'them also. We have therefor 
forwarded to the Lord Charcellor, as president of this 
court, a memorandum on the point, a copy of which m 
append to this letter. 

The foregoing suggestion is made upon the assumption 
that it will be impossible so to arrange the legal year# 
as to prevent the circuits and the sittings in town from 
clashing; if, however, it should be found possible, th 
suggestion becomes unnecessary. 

We come next to the question of the proposed. fourlh 
assize, and to the arrangement of the legal year rendered 
necessary thereby. 

As the proposal to hold four assizes is made mainly with 
the view of insuring a gaol delivery once in every three 
montks, and as the Summer Assize may be taken a6 
fixed point, and begins about the 1st July, it follow 
that the next assize must be held some time in the autum. 
This is clearly the intention of the Winter Assizes Ad, 


of the Winter Assizes Act, 1876 (39 & 40 Vict. oc. 57) # 
the months of September and October. Accordingly we 
submit that the proper time for holding this sssize will be 
in the Jatier half of October. The Winter Assize, held 
up to last year in December, would then come to be heldia 
January, while the Spring Assize would remain as heretofors 
dependent on Easter. Under this arrangement, the 
Assize would be the only assize strictly to be called movable 
The end of the Summer Assize is already fixed, and there 
fore its beginning is approximately fixed, by the commence 
ment of the long vacation, while the beginning of both 


fixed. We submit that it would be of advantage to fix them, 


tainty is possible, and that by a general order the Winter 
Ass'ze should be fixed to begin on some specified day 20 
later than the 10th January, andthe Autumn Assizeon som 
specified day not later than the 20th October, or, if either 
of the days specified should fall on a Sunday, then on the 
Monday following. d 
The next question which arises is this:—Should each 





the four assizes be a civil as well as a criminal assize? 
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most convenient plan will be to put the memorandum in thy 


the committee. We are thus able to avail ourselves of yom 


1877 (40 & 41 Vict. c. 46), which extends the provision 


Automn and Winter Ass'zes admits of being definitively | 


thus introducing certainty into the arrangements where cé | 
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remember that the Northern Circuit differs from the 
other circuits in this respect ; that there bas been for many 
4 a third assize, civil and criminal, at Manchester and 
Tire ol; and hence in our case the question affects only 
the fourth assize. In answering it, we must state that the 
inion is entertained in some quarters, both in Manchester 
nd in Liverpool, that there should be four civil assizes, 
pat we believe that this is by no means the unanimous 
inion of the solicitors practising in these towns, and we 
it, as the result of our observation and experience, that 
the state of civil business does not call for more than three 
civil assizes at present. The question remains—Whea 
should these three civil assizes be held? As before, the 
Sommer Assize, which is both civil and criminal, may be 
taken as a fixed arrangement, and the question then 
tecomes—When shonld the other two civil assizes 
be held? We submit that it is highly undesirable 
that there should be more than two civil assizes between 
Christmas and the long vacation—in other words, that both 
the Winter and Spring Assizes should be civil assizes. If 
both are made civil assizes, the Winter Assize, supposing 
it to begin on the 10th January, would, if Easter fell 
early, nearly run into the Spring Assize. This will be made 
evident by reference to dates. On the Northern Circuit, the 
Winter Assize occupies nearly four weeks, and the Spring 
and Summer Assizes about forty days each. Four weeks 
from the 10th January bring us to the 7th February. 
The earliest date for Easter is the 22nd March, and in a 
year in which Easter fell on that day, the Hilary Sittings 
would end on the 18th March. Now, if we assume the 
Spring Assizes to end with the Hilary Sittings, and allot 
forty days to them, they would in that year begin on the 
6th February, almost the very day on which the judges 
would be rising from the Winter Assize. This is the 
extreme case, and the inconvenience would not be so great 
in any other year ; but the general conclusion remains, that 
- interval between the two assizes would be inconveniently 
ort. 
These considerations lead to two further conclusions :— 
Firstly, they support the suggestion already made, that 
three civil assizes only shonld be held at present, because 
they show that it is impossible to hold a fourth civil assize 


. without such a re-arrangement of the legal year as should 


substitute a fixed Spring Assize for the present Spring Assize 
dependent on Easter—a re-arrangement which would be 
open to so many objections that we need not discuss it. 

Secondly, the other conclusion is that the third civil 
assize ought to be held in the autumn. We venture to sug- 
gest that this course should be adopted, and that the third 
divil assize should te held at the same time with the 
ériminal assize in October. 

With this suggestion our letter ends, We have to apolo- 
§ize for its length, but we hope you will excuse this, on the 
ground of the importance of the subject. 

I have, &c. 
(Signed) F. W. Gis. 
The Honourable Mr. Justice Manisty, &c. 


PRESENTATION OF THE GRAND JuRY FOR CUMBERLAND. 

Grand Jury Room, Carlisle, March, 1878. 
The grand jary having considered the points submitted 
to them by your lordship desire respectfully to express 
their unanimous opinion that it would tend to the better 
Administration of justice, and be an advantage to the 
county on general grounds, if the former practice were re- 
verted to of trying the whole of the prisoners at Carlisle. 
The principal reasons which have influenced the grand 


jory in arriving at this opinion are: (1) The greatly- 


ased pecuniary burthen thrown upon the county and 
the parties immediately concerned by sending prisoners for 
trial to any other assize town; (2) the miscarriage of 
justice which may arise from the difficulty or impossibility 
ing necessary witnesses so great a distance from 
home ;* and (3) the benefit to a community which arises 
m the trial, conviction, and condemnation of a culprit 
Within the district where his offence had been committed. 
(Signed) Isaac Fietcuer, Foreman. 


MEmoranvuM. 
Cost of each case removed from Carlisle to Manchester, 
Assize, 1876, £58 9a. 4d.; cost of each case 





‘< This egelies to the witnesses both for the prosecution and 





removed from Carlisle to Manchester, Special Assize, 1877, 
£63 13s. 10}d.; average for the two years, £61 1s. 7}d. 

No allowance has yet been granted to a prisoner under 
me statute, consequently the amounts are for the prosecution 
only. 

Average cost of Cumberland Assize cases tried in Carlisle, 
£19 19s, 

(Signed) Tuos. H. Repry, Governor. 
Cumberland County Gaol, Carlisle, March 14, 1878. 


Revort or Cu1er ConstaBleE oF CUMBERLAND, 
Chief Constable’s Office, Carlisle, March 18, 1878. 


Sir,— With regard to the subject of the Special Assizes at 
Manchester, which was considered by the grand jury of the 
county on last Wednesday, of which you were foreman, and 
your note of Thursday thereon, I have the honour to state, 
for your information, that the average cost of assize cases 
tried at Carlisle has been £19 19s, for each case; while the 
average cost of the Cumberland cases tried at the Manchester 
Special Assizes has been a little over £60 for each case. 
Great dissatisfaction has been expressed by prosecutors and 
witnesses at being taken to Manchester to give evidence. 
These complaints are mainly founded on the loss of time to 
those in trade, business, and professions. It is alleged that 
the expenses allowed are not sufficient to cover the expenses 
necessarily incurred, without taking into account at all the 
losses which are caused by being taken such a great distance 
from home and from business for so longa time. In some 
of these cases tried at Manchester last November the wit- 
nesses were kept there from six to eleven days. This is felt 
to be a great hardship. Bitter complaints have been made 
about the great loss and inconvenience thereby caused. 
This feeling isincreasing; the resultis that thereis a good deal 
of reluctance among the public to give evidence, or have any- 
thing to dowith prosecutions, whichlead to such serious losses 
and inconvenience. At the assizes last November the officers 
of police from here were kept at Manchester away from their 
duty for eleven days. I have no reserve from which I could 
fill up the places of those men. The loss of their service 
for so long a time, especially that of the superintendent, led 
to great inconvenience and difficulty in the carrying out of 
the duties. 

In the next place there is astrong feeling generally among 
all classes that by taking prisoners so far away from the 
district where the crimes are committed, they are putin a 
much less advantageous position in calling evidence in their 
defence. It has frequently occurred that in the hearing of 
cases here it was necessary to have some inquiries made to 
elucidate and test the trustworthiness of the evidence which 
was given in court. This was done at the instance of the 
judge or the jury. Ina case of murder at the Dunan Hill 
Crossing some years ago, the late Mr. Justice Willes and the 
jury went to. view the locus in quo, This was of material © 
importance to the prosecution, and to some extent resulted in 
the conviction of the prisoner. In other cases the judges have 
gone to see the locality where the crimes were committed. 
By trying cases so far away as Manchester this could not 
possibly be done. Then in cases where prisoners are dis- 
charged at Manchester they are thrown into temptation, and 
are liable to be led away by bad company and evil example. 
This would be especially so when the prisoners were not sent 
home free of expense under some responsible person to see 
that they really did return home instead of getting into bad 
company at Manchester. It is thought that putting persons 
who have not been previously convicted, or young persons, 
or females, in such a position as this, in a place like Man- 
chester, so far away from home and friends, is a matter 
deserving of consideration and revision, 

There are other points as to the complaints which have 
been made by those whose time has been occupied in 
Manchester for a considerable time in the judicial investiga- 
tion of these Cumberland cases. I allude particularly to 
grand and petty juries. But as these are not within my 
persoval knowledge or department, I thiok I had better not 
venture to give any opinion relative to them. z 

On the grounds etated, and which I can speak to posi- 
tively from practical experience, I feel confident that it 
would be much better for the public interest in an 
economical sense, as well as for the due prosecution and 
prevention of crime, if these cases could be tried in the 
county where they were committed, instead of being tent 
for trial to Manchester ; while, at the same time, I have 
no doubt that it would be aleo greatly condacive to the 
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prisoners’ interests if they could be tried at the place 
where their witnesses would be more available, and the 
cost of their defence less onerous, and especially that in 
the event of being discharged they would be within a 
short distance of their friends and their homes. 
I have, &c. 
(Signed) J. Dunne, 
Chief Constable of Cumberland and Westmoreland. 

To I. Fletcher, Esq., M.P., The Reform Club, London. 


Whiteball, 4th June, 1878. 

My lord,—I have carefully read the report of the com- 
mittee of judges on the subject of assizes and sessions, and 
I desire now to communicate to your lordship the observa- 
tions that have occurred to me on the subject. Taking in 
order the points specified in the report :— 

1, The report reoommends that if there are to be four 
circuits, two should be held in winter and summer respec- 
tively, for the trial of civil and criminal business, and two 
in the spring and autumn for gaol deliveries only, with the 
exception of Manchester, Liverpool, and also Leeds, where 
civil business is also to be despatched, I see no objection 
to the times proposed for holding these circuits. 

2. I agree entirely in the suggestion of the judges that 
commissions for criminal business should, for all assizes 
alike, be so framed as to relieve the judges of the obligation 
to deliver the gaols of the prisoners committed for trial at 
the quarter sessions. '!f this were done there would be no 
overlapping of jurisdiction anil no reason why quarter 
sessions in counties (as in boroughs) should not be held at 
the same time as assizes, unless indeed the existing court 
accommodation is not sufficient to allow of both being held 
at the same time. 

8. Any proposal to enlarge the jurisdiction of quarter 
sessions would of course require legislation. I am myself 


adverse to any substantial enlargement, except that I see 
no objection to the suggestion that quarter sessions offences 
should include simple burglaries unaccompanied with per- 
sonal violence. 

4. The question of grouping of counties for assize purposes 


is one which requires careful consideration. I agree wth 
the committee of the judges to this extent that I admit that 
in some cases it has proved inappropriate and inconvenient, 
but I am unable to share in the unqualified condemnation 
which they pass on the system. ‘They observe that ‘‘it 
may, probably does, effect some saving of judicial time, but 
that it does so at the expenre and to the injury of every 
other class of persons engaged in the administration of 
criminal justice.” It seems to have escaped their recollec- 
tion that the system has long been carried out at the Central 
Criminal Court, and no suggestion even is made to alter this 
practice there, although, as will appear afterwards, that is 
the one court to which objeetions have been chiefly made. 

So far as 1 can judge the saving of judicial time 
seems unquestionable and not unimportant. In the first 
place the commission days are saved in every county in 
which aysiz-s are not actually held. Thus in the Winter 
Assizes for 1876, for thirty-eight counties there were but 
twelve assizes and as many commission days, representing a 
clear saving of twenty-six days. To this must be added 
the interval of time which must necessarily be allowed in 
order to enable the judges to travel from one assize towa to 
another. 

On the other hand, the statement that whatever saving of 
judicial time takes place is made at the expense and to the 
injury of every other class of persons engaged in the ad- 
ministration of criminal justice, seems to me to require 
considerable qualification. In discussing it, and the 
reasons on which it is supported, I will for the present 
assume, what in many instances is vontrary to the fact, 
that.the arrangement made is such as to secure that the 
assizes shall be held in each of the constituent counties in 
succession. 

The principal persons to be considered are, as pointed out 
in the report, the high sheriff, the grand jury, the petty 
jory, the parties, and their witnesses. 

So far as the high sheriff, grand jury, and petty jury are 
concerned, when one county is always made the centre of a 
group of adjoining counties, admittedly they are put to 
greater expense, trouble, and loss of time, and this should 
asfar as possible be avoided for the fature. But when two 
Or more small adjoining counties are mroepea\ogeher into 
One assize district and the assizes are held aliérnately, this 
evil does not arise, for such extra expense, trouble, and loss 


—= 
of time at one assize are amply compensated by entity 
emption from any expense, trouble, or loss of time 
alternate assize. S 

But the persons chiefly affected by the system of. 
ing counties are undoubtedly the witnesses and the 
soners themselves. Witnesses concerned in trials 
in the county within which the assizes are held hayajj, 
the jurymen, only to serve at their own assize town; 
it is not so with the witnesses coming from the other g,, 
stituent counties ; they have to travel out of their 
connty into another. The distance which these » 
have to travel in consequence of the counties being gro 
would probably be in most cases longer, in some 
longer. This, however, it is to be remarked, is not 
sarily always the case. It not unfrequently happeng 
the assize town of an adjacent county is nearer, or atg 
events more accessible to witnesses, than the agsize 
of their own county. It is, as Lord Jastice Bram 
serves, very much a matter of Bradshaw. : 

Again, even if the distances which witnesses bh 
travel from their own county to the assize town of ano 
county is longer, as compared with that which they 
have to travel in order to go to the assize town of 
own county, it does not follow that the distance is unm, 
sonably long, or even so long as the distances which wi, 
nesses of a county having an assize to itself may harey 
travel within that county. In the case of two small countiy 
immediately adjacent it may be considerably shorter, 

A more serious hardship is that all witnesses, both thoy 
in cases from the county within which the assizes are hglj 
and those in cases from the other constituent countig, 
are detained a longer period in the assize town. 
all have to be present at the commencement of th 
assize in order to attend on the grand jury, 
to remain there until the conclusion of the casei 
which they are concerned, and those at the bottom of tly 
list suffer accordingly from the length of the list. Com 
plaints as to this pot, so ‘ar as tbe Central Criminal Com 
is concerned, are loud and frequent. The fact that the expenss 
both of travelling and detention of witnesses ulti 
fall on the locality, and that under the Order in Councila 
advance can be made to a prisoner’s witness to meet extn 
travelling expenses can be regarded as only a partial miti 
tion; many expenses are necessarily incurred which cam 
be thus met or recouped, and much of the inconveniens, 
especially the obligation on witnesses to remain ine tom 
where they are unkuown and have no friends, is ofa kinl 
which does not admit of pecuniary redress. Lastly, what 
ever may be the loss or inconvenience occasioned to witness 
either by having to travel longer distances, or by» beim 
detained for a longer period at assize towns, it has tot 
borne without prospect of future set-off. Witnessesifind 
no consolation in knowing that the next assizes for the sam 
group of counties will be held in the county to which the 
belong, and that then other persons who have to b 
witnesses from their county will suffer no additionl 
hardship. The utmost that can be said is that on th 
whole the inconvenience is fairly distributed amongst the 
several jurisdictions. 

This consideration, however, which extends, as al 
mentioned, to all classes concerned, high sheriffs, 
jury, petty jury, and witnesses, falls to the ground, if i 
consequence of counties being unequally yoked, so to speak, 
the arrangement of rotation is impracticable, and the assiaes 
have always to be held in the largest or most 
county for the rest of the group. In these cases (of whith 
the union of Cumberland and Westmoreland with th 
Hundred of Salford is the most striking instance) the syste® 
fails, excessive duties are unfairly thrown on the 
sheriff, grand jury, and petty jury of the county in whi 
the assizes are necessarily held, whilst, on the other 
the inhabitants of each of the other constituent 
may well complain that their cases are never tried in 
own counties, but that they and their witnesses have i 
every assize for the group to travel out of their-own county. 
Even greater inconvenience would arise were r 
attempted in # group not really suitable for it. For instaney 
it would be out of the question for Manchester cases to 
taken to Appleby or Kendal. 

Again, the system is not appropriate» where,» tbotigh 
rotation is in other respects possible, the counties groupe 
together are so large or numerous that the distance to be 

inconveniently 








travelled to the appointed assize town is i 





ie 
-_ 


PES “FEEESEES BEY FEES EREREE 


ew eatedern BESSERSE FEE 


w 


ae es 


oe ee oe 


BS FEE 


= 


a a we ors & 6's & Sefer; 


. but carefally revised. 


SSEsEEESERSE SRE TP >8 


=: 


“ng: 1751878. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 








—————— 
st. Thus well-founded complaints have been recently 


* 


EF from Birmingham that their cases had to be taken 
to Northampton. 
~Jastly, grouping seems to produce special hardship where 
© fis carried to such an extent as to cause a very long list of 
iganes ond. uodaly to protract the detention at the assizes of 
. fhe witnesses engaged. This has been notably the case with 
». dhe Central Criminal Court, and to avoid the repetition of the 
a ief it is well worth considering whether it would be 
a to adopt the expedient suggested by Lord Justice 
ell, viz., that there should te fortnightly sittings, 
_gne each month for the county of Middlesex, one each 
month for the rest of the Central Criminal Court district. 

* Where, however, these drawbacks which I have men- 
~ fioned do not exist, I mean where rotation is possible from 
» the associated counties being of tolerably equal dimensions 
god importance and provided with sufficient means of 

access, and when the whole area constituted is not unduly 
- large or likely to create an excessive amount of business, 
. and in consequence the distances to be travelled and the 
gi of detention in the assize town are moderate, there 
system of grouping counties appears to be a useful 
economy, and not unacceptable to those concerned ; cer- 
‘tainly the complaints which have reached the Home Office 
have been very few, they have related chiefly to the en- 
largement of the Central Criminal Court district. 

The system originated in a suggestion of the Lord Chief 
Justice of England, and Lord Justice Bramwell expressed 
himeelf in favour of concentration on a far more extensive 
scale than that which has been carried out. 

A consideration of all these circumstances seems to point 
to the conclusion that the system of grouping counties 
should be not altogether abandoned, but restricted in its 

application, and modified in certain respects. When cir- 
* Cumstances exist, such as I have mentioned, rendering it 
_ inappropriate, it should cease to be adopted; elsewhere, 
as in the case of the smaller counties, it should be retained, 
Tn some cases the combination may 
be varied with advantage ; for instance, it will be advisable, 
-I think, that the counties of North Wales should be 
,gtonped in pairs or otherwise, rather than that the assizes 
both in autumn and winter should be always held outside 
the principality in Chester. In other cases, especially in 
the Central Criminal Court, special means will be requisite 
dn order to reduce the inconvenience entailed by an unduly 


x 


long list of cases to be tried. 


, The reasons for retaining the grouping of counties acquire 
Increased force from the consideration that they have to be 
plied to two assizes in the year to the Winter as well as 
) Autumn Assize. It would be impossible to hold four 
»assizes every year in each county, especially in each Welsh 
Sounty. Some kind of grouping is an absolute necessity in 
order to avoid the expense and trouble of holding criminal 
_ where the criminal charges to be tried are few or 
ue. 

This leads me to the final question considered by the com- 
mittee of the judges, whether it is necessary that there should 
be a fourth assize every year. On this I can only say I am 
confident that no minister on either side of the House would 
Venture to propnse such a retrograde measure as the abolition 
of the fourth assize which has now been provided for by Par- 

ent, Even such a crude proposition as the clause which 
Was moved in the Prison Bill to the effect that no person 


_ should be detained for more than three months without trial 


‘Was negatived only by a majority of thirty, the numbers be- 


_ dig 165 agains: and 135 for the proposal. The Indian code 


Makes express provision that a court should be held every 


three months for the trial of serious offences, 


conclusion I should be most willing to confer with the 
Udges Or any of them, and with the associates, &o., at. any 
time as to the best means of reconciling the special interests 
of the public in regard to the holding of assizes on the 
‘one hand and the convenience and economy of time of the 


. indges (a matter also of great interest to the public) on the 


other band, 
T would only venture to express an earnest hope that some 
satisfactory arrangement may be arrived at before the judges 


+, Separate for the circuits in order that avy necessary Order in 


Council, notice, and other preparations may be duly made 


and given in full time for the proposed Autumn Assizes. 
Lhave, &c 


Signed) | Rican Assuet.n Cr 
The Lord Chanel ) ” aon 





Hacteties. 


SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION. 


The usual monthly meeting of the Board of Directors of 
this association was held at the Law Institution, London, 
on Wednesday, the 14th inst., the following directors being 

resent :—Mr. E. Hedger (in the chair) ;. Messrs. G, Keen, 

. G, Lake, C. M. Lee (Salisbury), C. U. Price, J. A. 
Rose, F. T. Veley (Chelmsford), and H. T. Young; Mr. 
Eiffe, secretary. A sum of £300 was distributed in grants 
of assistance among the families of deceased solicitors, 
members and non-members; four new members were ad- 
mitted to the association; and other business was 





Appointments, Ete. 


Mr. Joun Txomas Hutcuins Fisnwick, solicitor, of Stone, 
has been appointed Clerk to the Stone Local Board... Mr. 
Fishwick was admitted a solicitor in 1873, and is also.clerk 
to the Commissioners of Taxes at Stone. 

Mr. Gzorce Garratt, solicitor (of the firm of Ashton & 
Garratt), of Runcorn and Frodsham, has been appointed 
Clerk to the County Magistrates at the former place, in 
succession to Mr. Alexander Day, deceased. Mr. Garratt 
was admitted a solicitor in 1872. 

Mr. James GREENHALGH, solicitor (of the firm of Green- 
halgh & Cannon), of Bolton, has been appointed a Magis- 
trate for that Borough. Mr. Greenhalgh was admitted a 
solicitor in 1846, and is mayor and one of the aldermen of 
Bolton. He is also solicitor to the Horwich Local Board. 

Mr. JosreH Hakrison, solicitor, of Kirbymoorside, ‘has 
been appointed Deputy-Coroner for the Pickering District 
of Yorkshire. Mr. Harrison was admitted a solicitor in 
Hilary Term, 1874, and is clerk to the Kirbymoorside 
Board of Guardians, Assessment Committee, Rural Sani- 
tary Authority, and School Attendance Committee. 

Mr. Epwin HELLARD, solicitor, of Stogumber, has been 
appointed a Perpetual Commissioner for Somersetshire for 
taking the Acknowledgments of Deeds by Married Women. 

Mr. Wrnpuam Cuartes Pain, solicitor, of Newport, 
Monmouthshire, has been appointed Clerk to the Risca 
Local Board. Mr. Pain was admitted a solicitor in 1871, 
and is in partnership with his father, Mr. John David Pain. 

Mr, Parrick Dunitop SHaw, barrister, of Madras, has 
been appointed to act as Coroner for Madras. Mr. Shaw 
was called to the bar at the Middle Temple in Michaelmas 
Term, 1872, and has for some time held the office of deputy- 
coroner. 

Mr. REGINALD Warp has been appointed Solicitor to the 
Metropolitan Board of Works at a salary of £1,200 a year, 
in succession to the late Mr. William Wyke Smith. Mr. 
Ward was admitted a solicitor in 1851, and was for several 
years assistant-solicitor to the board. 





Caurt Papers. 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
CHANCERY DIVISION. 
Lone Vacation, 1878. 
Notice to Solicitors. 

To facilitate vacation business the registrar in. vacation 
will sign certificates for sale aud transfer on Tuesday and 
Friday in every week. On Tuesday only in every week 
the vacation registrar will make alterations necessary in 
orders to be acted on by the Paymaster-General. 

On Monday und Saturday in every week the registrars’ 
office will be open from ten till eleven, for the purpose of 
drawing and passing orders foripjanction of an urgent nature 
received by post on those days trom the vacation judge. 

On every other day the registrars’ office will be.open 
from eleven till-oneo clock. 

J. M. Honpsnir, Vacation: Registrar. 

Chancery Registrars’ Office, Auguat 10. 
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Legal Pews. 


Mr. Justice Manisty attends judges’ chambers on Monday 
and Thursday to dispose of the business in the common 
law divisions. During the vacation a master will attend 
daily to take summonses at chambers, and one of the 
vacation judges will attend twice in each week, Mr. Justice 
Manisty taking the first part of the vacation, 


In answer toa question put in the House of Commons on 
Monday last, the Attorney-General, after referring to the 
Rules of Court, 1875, ord. 57, r. 4, which provides that 
“no pleadings shall be amended or delivered in the long 
vacation, unless directed by a court or a judge,” said that, 
with respect to pleadings in cases designed for trial at the 
assize intended to be held in October at Leeds, it was clear, 
pot le that the vacation judge would give the requisite 
orders. 


With reference to the statement that Mr. Justice Hawkins 
had threatened to fine the high sheriff of Derbyshire £500 if 
he did not appear in court dress or uniform at the late Derby 
Assizes, Mr. Henry Stubbins writes from the Assize Court at 
Warwick :—“ The truth is as follows :—His lordship desired 
the high sheriff to wear the dress proper for his position, 
and no more. Such desire was complied with as soon as 
possible, but no threat, or anything the least approaching to 
a threat, was used on the occasion. I believe the under- 
sheriff of Derby has already contradicted the absurd report 
which has been so extensively circulated.” 


On Friday night, in the House of Commons, Sir Henry 
James asked the Attorney-General whether his attention 
had been called to the many great inconveniences arising 
from the entire closing of the offices of the taxing masters 
of the High Court of Justice during the long vacation; and 
whether the Government contemplated taking any steps to 
prevent the continuance of such inconveniences. The At- 
torney-General, in reply, said it was incorrect to say that 
the taxing masters’ offices were entirely closed during the 
vacation, because one taxing master was always in attend- 
ance throughout the holidays to take all business of a press- 
ing character. He would, however, make inquiries into the 
subject, and would give the matter his best consideration 
during the recess. 


In the House of Commons on Friday evening the 
Attorney-General gave the following answer to the question 
whether he would take into his consideration the best 
means of restraining the publication of all evidence in 
divorce and criminal trials beyond the simple facts neces- 
gary to prove that justice had been done:—“It is very 
difficult to suggest any means of accomplishing the object 
of my hon. friend without unduly interfering with the free- 
dom of the Press and the liberty of the subject. More- 
over, in many instances, it will be impossible to enable the 
publicto form a judgment whether justice has been properly 
administered without publishing full details of the evidence, 
and it seems to me that you will purify newspaper reports 
of trials at too great an expense if you deprive the public 
of the means of ascertaining whether a right conclusion 
has been arrived at. The subject, however, is one of im- 
portance, and I will give it careful consideration in the 
recess.” 


“ A Birmingham Burgess” writes to the Times as follows: 
—By way of illustrating the action of the ‘ Birmingham 
Caucus,’ permit me to relate the following incident :—When 
the office of Borough Coroner was last vacant, the Town 
Council, with whom the appointment rests, issued an adver- 
tisement inviting candidates to apply and to send in testi- 
monials. On the very day that this advertisement appeared, 
I happened to meet a well-known member of the Liberal 
party, who is always ready to place his immense stores of 
information at the disposal of his friends. ‘So,’ observed 
my friend, ‘Robinson is going into the Town Council.’ 
‘Indeed,’ I innocently inquired, ‘in whose place?’ ‘Oh, 
Alderman Brown is going to be coroner, Councillor Jones 
is going to be alderman instead ‘of Brown, and Robinson is 
going to be councillor instead of Jones.’ The incident, I 
think, may be left without note or comment, except that as 
regards the Mesers. Brown, Jones, and Robinson, whom m 
friend named without a pseudonym, ‘It so fell out, they all 
fell in, the rest they ran away.’ ” 





The following letter from Sir Joseph Heron, the top| 
clerk of Manchester, has appeared in the Zimes — Peni, 
me through your ‘columns to direct attention to an iz 
venient practice of the Probate Division of the High Qy 
of Justice. When probates or letters of administration g, 
granted the executors or administrators are only named y 
perbaps the relation to the deceased. Now, it is the pra 
and avery proper one, before issuing these important do 
ments, to require in all cases, on affidavit, the full 
descriptions, and addresses of the executors or administraty 
It would be difficult to exaggerate the great inconvenigy, 
which results from the omission of the registrars to trang 
these necessary particulars to the document issued by th 
registry, and much expense and trouble would be saved jy 
the adoption of the opposite simple apd common-sense pm 
ceeding, to say nothing of the safeguard as regards ace 
and prevention of fraud which would be thereby sec 
The matter is of considerable interest to banks, railway op. 
panies, municipal corporations, and in fact in all im 
forms of investment. The probate of a will has freq 
to be produced and registered at twenty different places, 
in each case these particulars are required, frequently wih 
statutory declarations attached, when it is obvious that the 
ought to appear upon the proper and authentic document. 
t.¢., upon the probate itself.” 








Asgsizes. 


WARWICK. 
August 7.—Richardson v. Oldham and another. 


This was an action against a firm of solicitors for negl. 
gence. 
Buszard, Q.C.,and Hugo Young, appeared for the plaintif. 


ness at the Victoria-mews, Leamington ; the defendants am 
solicitors, also carrying on business at Leamington. h 


plaintiff by a Captain Fox. A considerable amount being 
due to the plaintiff for the keep of the horses, Captain For 
told the plaintiff to hold the horses as security. But m 
the 20th of June, ‘1876, one of them was claimed by a Mt, 
Mostyn, a horse-dealer in London, who gave notice to th 
plaintiff not to part with the horse to anyone but himsel, 
and shortly ufterwards commenced an action against ths 
plaintiff for possession of the horse and damages for it 
detention. Meanwhile the plaintiff had brought an action 
against Captain Fox ; and on June 29 he obtained a judg. 
ment in that action for £61 5s. The B pce alleged that 
the defendants had negligently advised him that he hads 
lien on the horse claimed by Mr. Mostyn, which he hads 
right to exercise in spite of the notice Mr. Mostyn had given 
him ; and also that they had instructed thesheriff to execute 
a writ of fia. fa. which the plaintiff had issued for debt and 
costs in his action against Fox, by selling Mr. Mostyn’s hor 
without giving the sheriff notice of Mr. Mostyn’s claim, # 
as to enable him to interplead. Mr. Mostyn’s horse wa 


was als sold, and realized £50; and there was hors 
solicitors for the plaintiff in the action of Mostyn v. Ri 

son till the case was nearly ready for trial, when they ref 
plaintiff that in the course of the preliminary proceedings ia 
and draw up a fictitious agreement, dated more th 
months back, assigniog his business to his son, and to 

the initials on the stable buckets and other furniture to thos 
of his son, sothat they might not be seized for costs. 

the sale of Mr. Mostyn’s horse was the result ofa 
answerable, 


All the material assertions of the plaintiff were contr 
dicted by the defendants. Their evidence was to the 





that the plaintiff had misinstructed them ; that they 


Mellor, Q.C., Dugdale, and Clifford, for the defendants, — 
The plaintiff is a livery-stable keeper, carrying on Dus | 


January, 1876, two horses were left at livery with th / 


sold by the sheriff on August 5 for £73 10s. The othe | 
horse, which was in reality the property of Captain Fos, | 


clothing of considerable value, the property of Captain Fox, | 
in the possession of the plaintiff. The defendants acted@ — 
to act for him any longer. It was further alleged by the ! 


that action the defendants had advised the plaintiff, ass | 
precaution in case of ultimate failure, to get an old < f 
40 


sor ont 


plaintiff also said that the defendants bad told him that | 
of the sberiff's officer, who acknowledged that he was 
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vised the sale of the h th trary, th 
i e sale of the horse—on the con , the 
sip him that he had no lien ; nor had they advise 
defence of the action of Mostyn v. Richardson, which 
they had always urged the plaintiff to settle ; nor had they 
weented that the sheriff was liable for the sale of the 
home; nor had they neglected to give him notice of Mr. 
’s claim. They also most emphatically denied having 
given the laintiff the alleged fraudulent advice as to the 
transfer of his business to his son, and explained that their 
reason for ceasing to act for the plaintiff was that he persis- 
tently refused to act on their advice. To support their 
case the defendants relied to a great extent on the plaintiff's 
letters and other documentary evidence. 

After a very long trial, in which a number of details were 
contested, of which it is impossible to give a report, the jury 
found a verdict for the plaintiff—damages, £385. 

Judgment accordingly ; execution stayed.— Times. 





Leqislatiow of the Week. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
AUGUST 8.—ROYAL COMMISSION. 
The Royal Assent was given by Commission to the fol- 
lowing Bills:—Tbhe Duke of Connaught and Strathearne 
ishment); Consolidated Fund (No. 4); Public Health 
(Ireland) ; County of Hertford ; Police poo eons Con- 
tinuance; Supreme Court of Judicature (Officers); Inn- 
; Truro Chapter ; Weights and Measures; Metro- 
itan Board of Works (Money); Prisons Authorities Act 
874) Amendment; Parliamentary Elections Returning 
Officers Expenses (Scotland) ; Freshwater Fisheries ; Mar- 
riage Preliminaries (Scotland) ; Commutation of Tithes 
= ae and Wales); Roads and Bridges (Scotland) ; 
lowed Schools and Hospitals (Scotland); Elders’ 
Widows’ Fund; Local Government Boards Provisions! 
Order Confirmation (Darenth Valley); Corrib (Galway) 
River; Epping Forest; Cork and Kinsale Junction 
Railway (Arrangement) ; Pontypridd, Caerphilly, and 
Newport Railway ; Thames Conservancy; Ilen Valley 
Railway (Bantry Extension); Rosebush and Fishguard ; 
Teign Valley Railway; Free Church of Scotland School 
Properties; Metropolitan Inner Circle Completion Railway ; 
River Fergus Reclamation; Banbury and Cheltenham 
Direct Railway; Croydon Tramways; Leominster and 
Bromyard Railway; Portishead Docks; Ballymena and 
larne Railway Extension; Newnham Railway; Lord 
Exeter's Estate ; Brook’s Settled Estates ; Cooke's Estate ; 
Lord Stafford’s Estate; Lord Tredegar’s Estate; Traherne’s 
Estate ; and Vane Tempest Settled Estate. 
BILL READ A SECOND TIME. 
Locomotives on Hicuways (Scornanp). 
BILL IN COMMITTEE. 
Tramways Onpers Conrirmation (No. 3). 
BILLS PASSED THROUGH COMMITTEE. 
Buirish Muszum (Transrer or CoLLection). Commons 
Reoutation (Expenses). Stature Law Revision (Ine- 


BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 

Avwrraury aNp War Orrice (Retirement oF Orricers). 
Hicuways. 

AUGUST 9.—BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 

Privars Bitts.—Belfast Tramways, Glyn Valley Tram- 

way, Aberdeen District Tramways, and Boston District Tram- 


ways. 
BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 
Manniaces (Fist), Turnerxa Acts Continuance, &c. 
Prison (Orricers’ SUPERANNUATION), 
BILL PASSED THROUGH COMMITTEE. 
Locomotives on Hicuways (Scorianp). 
BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 
Tramwars Orpers Coxrirmation (No. 1). Barrisx 
Muszom (Transrer or Coxtecrion). Commons Reov- 
Lation (Expenses), Srarurs Law Revision (Inz- 
LAND). 
AUGUST 12.—BILL READ A FIRST TIME. 
Por THE CoNnsOLIDATION oF THE Laws RELATING TO 
Mcwicrrat Corrorations 1x Exauanp. (The Lord Chan- 


BILL READ A FIRST TIME. 
Sunpay Cosine ([RELanp). 
BILL READ A SECOND TIME. 
Arranmore Poiine District (Inetanp). 
BILLS PASSED THROUGH COMMITTEE. 
Marriages (Fis1). Turnrrke Acts Continvancs, &c. 
Prison (Orricers’ SuPERANNUATION). 
BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 
DRAINAGE AND IMPROVEMENT OF Lanp (IRELAND). Locomo- 
TIVES ON Hicuways (Scottanp). Tramways Onpzrs 
Conrirmation (No. 3). 
AUGUST 13.—ROYAL COMMISSION. 
The Royal Assent was given by Commission to the fol- 
lowing Bills:—Admiralty and War Office Regulation, Debtors, 
British Museum, Commons (Expenses), Statute Law Revi- 
sion (Ireland), Princetown Railway, and Waterford and Wex- 


ford Railway. 
BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 


Merropouitan Commons. Parry Skssions Frvzs (Irz- 
LAND). Satz or Inroxicatinc Liquors on Sunpar 
(InzLanp). 
BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 
Marriages (Fist), Turnpike Acts Continvance. Prisow 
(Orricers’ SuPERANNUATION). 
AUGUST 14.—BILLS READ A FIRST TIME. 
ConsotipaTED Funp (Appropriation). Exrimixe Laws 
ConTINUANCE. 
BILL READ A SECOND TIME. 
Excnzquer Bonps anp Butts (No. 2). 

BILLS PASSED THROUGH COMMITTEE. 
Arranmore Potting District (IrEtanp). Mrrropo.iran 
Commons. Satz or Inroxicatine Liquors on SunDAr 


(Inztanp). 
BILL READ A THIRD TIME. 


Perry Szssions, CLerxs AND Fives (IRBLAnD). 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
AUGUST 8.—BILL THROWN OUT. 
Private Bitt.—Christ Charob, Newgate-street, Lon- 
don, Tithes Commutation. 
AUGUST 9.—BILL READ A FIRST TIME. 
Consotipatep Funp APPROPRIATION. 
BILL READ A SECOND TIME. 
TSBLEGRAPHS. 
BILLS PASSED THROUGH COMMITTEE. 
Bisuorrics. Excuequzr Brits anp Bonps (No. 2). 
BILLS READ A THIRD TIME, 
Epvucation (Scottanp). Srature Law Revision. Pzrrr 
Sessions’ CLERKs AND I'rvzs (IngLanp). Merroronirax 


Commons. 
AUGUST 10.—BILL READ A SECOND TIME. 


TERRITORIAL WATERS JURISDICTION. 
BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 
Intsx Sunpay Ciosinc. Foreien JustispIicrion. 
AUGUST 12.—BILL READ A THIRD TIME. 
Private BILL.—Waterford and Wexford Railway. 
BILL WITHDRAWN. 
Private Bitt.—Sevenoaks, Maidstone, and Tunbridge 


Railway. 

BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 
ConsoLipateD Funp AprpproraiaTION, Expirninc Laws 
CoNnTINUANCE. 

BILL PASSED THROUGH COMMITTEE, 
IncrosurE ProvistonaL OrDERS. 

BILL READ A THIRD TIME. 
InrerMepiaTs Epvucation (IRguanp). 

AUGUST 13.—BILL PASSED THROUGH COMMITTEE. 
APPROPRIATION, 

BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 

Inctosure Provistonat Ornpers. TELEGRAPHS. 
AUGUST 14.—BILL WITHDRAWN, 
Par.raAMENTARY Exections anp. Corrupt Practices. 
BILL: PASSED THROUGH COMMITTEE. 
Exrrerine Laws Continuance, 

BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 
ConsonipaTep Funp (ArPropriation). Bisnorrics. Ex- 





*, 


Pirine Laws Continuance, 
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SALES OF ENSUING WEEE. 


August 20.—Mesers. Erzis & Son, at the Mart, at 2 p.m., 
ground-rents (see advertisement, this week, p. 4). 

August 21.—Mesers: Epwry Fox & Bovsriexp, at the Mart, 
at 2 p.m., reversion (see advertisement, August 3, p. 4). 





PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


August 15, 1878. 
GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 


3 per Cent. Consols, 943 Annuitias, April, 85, 9% 

Ditto for Account, Sept. 2, 95 Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 

Do. 3 per Cent. Redneed, 954 Ex Bills, £1000, 24 per Ct. 6 dis. 
New 3 per Cent., 95} Ditto, £500, Do, 6 dis. 

Do. 34 perCent., Jan, 94 Ditto, 2100 & £2€C, 6 dis. 

Do, 24 perCont., Jan. ’94 Bank of England Stock, 262 

Do 5 per Cent., Jan. "78 Ditte for Account. 

Annuities, Jan.’80 


INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES. 


Ind.8tk.,5 per Cent.,July, 80,1034; Enf.Pr.5} perCnt., May, 88 
Ditto for Account, — Ditto Debenturses, 4 per Cent, 
Ditto 4 per Ceat., Oct. °88, 104} April, ’64 

Ditto, ditto, Certificates — Do.Do,5 per Cent,, Aug, ’73 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr.,4 per Cent. §1 | Do. Bonds, 4 per Cent. £1000 
2ad Enf.Pr., 5 per C.,Jar.’72 Ditto, ditto, under £1000 


RAILWAY STOCK, 





Railways. -| Closing Price. 








Bristol and Exeter ......ssscsscsessessesesceese 
C laa Hf 





Glasgow and South-Western .., 
Great Eastern Ordinary Stock ceccoscccssseeess 
Great Northern ’ 





Great Southern and Western of Ireland ..,.... 
Great Western—Original 
Lancashire and Yorkshire 








London, Chatham, and Dover,,,..... 
London and North-Western 5 
London and South Western........... e0ee 
Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln ........0++ 
Metropolitan 
Do., District ..... ooeee 
Midland 
North British 
North Eastern 
North London...... 
Stock) North Staffordshire ........scecsecesreecescscses oe 
Stock/Sonth Devon 
Stock| South-Eastern ; 






































* A receives no dividend uatil 6 per cent. has. been paid to b. 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 
MARRIAGES, 
Potzry—Jounson.—Aug. 8, at Chichester, Thomas Weller 
Foley, of Lincoln'’s-inn, barrister-at-law, to Eleanor Mary, 
daughter of John James Johnson, Q.C., of West Broyle, 

Sussex. 

SmitH—Stoppart.—Aug. 13, at St. James’ Church, Padding- 
ton, Philip Vernon Smith, barrister-at-law, to Edith Frances, 
daughter of Vice-Admiral Stoddart. 

TaNNER—RAWLINGS.—Aug. 13, at Sherborne Abbey, Joseph 
Tanner, of Lincoln’s-inn, barrister-at-law, to Caroline, 
daughter of the late Rev. James Rawlings; Rector of St. 
Pinnock, Cornwall. 

Upat—Rovru.—Aug. 8, at St. Michael and All Angels’, North 
Kensington, John Symonds Udal, of the Inner Temple, 
barrister-at-law, to Eva Mary Adelina; daughter of Commis- 
sary-General Leonce Routh, of No. 9, St. Charles-square, 
North Kensington. 

Watson—Wnreatiey.—Aug. 8, at South Norwood, Johnston 
Watson, M.A., of Lincolin’s-inn and the Middle Temple, 
berrister-at-law, to Anne Maria Sherwood, daughter of the 
late Thomas Wheatley, of Bro»dlands, South Norwood. 

Witson—Kinc.—Aug.. 7, at Ferriby, East Yorks., Edward 
John Wilson, M.A., solicitor, to Margaret Other, daughter of 
William Robinson King, of Nelholme, Ferriby, 


DEATH. 


si pte 28, at Cacoune,’near Quebec, Edward Stayner 
reer, ] 
Master of Montresly Canate, aged 74. 


ster, of the Inner Temple, and for some time Post 


———— 
LONDON GAZETTES. 


Winding up of Joint Stock Companies, 

Liwrrep in CHANCERY. ‘ 

Frrpay, Aug. 9, 1876, - 

British Insurance Company, Limited.—By an order made by V.C, Malin. 
dated July 29, it was ordered that the above company wound 
Clarke and Co, Liucotn’s inn fields, solicitors for the petitioners 
Carlisle Horse Clothing and Saddlery Company, Limited.—Petitigin fig» 
winding up presented Aug 1, directed to be heard before the M.R, 99. 


Nov 9, Sharp and Ullitnorne, Gray’s inn, agents for Hough, 
solicitor for the petitioner 

Ellwood Green Colliery and Brick Company, Limited.—The MR, hap 
by an order dated July 11, appointed John Sheffield Maughan, thy. 

errace, Turnham Green, to be offic al liquidator. Creditors aregg, 
quired on or before September 16, to send their names and addreagy 
and the particulars of their debts or claims to the above. Th 
Oct 31 at 11 is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the 
and claims 

Globe Ironworks, Limited.—Creditors are required, on or before Oct]. 
tosend their names and addresses and the particulars of their dal 
or claims to Charlies Robinson Trevor, Manchester. Wednesday, Noy 
2 at 12, is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the debits ang 
claims 

London Seed Crushing Company, Limited.—Petition for winding mp, 
presented Aug 7, directed to be heard before the Vacation Judge on 
Aug 21, atthe court of V.C. Hall. Lowless and Co, Martin’s lang, 
Cannon st, solicitors for the petitioners 

Northern Bohemian Collieries Company, Limited.—The M.R. has by ag 
order dated June 29, appointed James Fiaser, King’s Arms 
Moorgate st, to be official liquidator. Oreditors are required on or before 
Sept 19, to send ther names and addresses, and the particularsof 
their debts or claims to the ubove. Monday, Oct 28 at 12 is appointed 
for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims 

Scarsdale Brewery Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up pres: 
ted Aug 8, directed to be heard before the Vacation Judge, on Aug’ 
2t, at the court of V.C. Hall. Field and Co, Lincoln’s jan f 
agents for Gratton and Marsden, Chesterfield, solicitors for the 1 
tioner 

Tea Company, Limited,—By an order made by V.C, Hall, dated 

1, it was ordered that the voluntary winding up of the above compaiy” 
be continued. Bradley, Mark lane, solicitor fur the petitioner 
T.AMITED tN CHANCERY. 
Tvurspay, Aug 13, 1878, ; 

Bowers Allerton Collieries, .11 ited.—The M.k. has by an order dated: 
June 29, appointed Gerrge Pitt, Huddersfi ld, and Jam-s Wi j 

Close, Bond st, Leeds, to be official liquidators. Creditors are required’ 
on or before Sept 30 to send their names and addresses and the pate 
ticutars of their debts or claim t> Messrs Dibb and Oo, Leeds, sole 
citors to the joint “ficial liquidators. Friday Nov | at 11, is appointed?) | 
for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims : 

British Alliance Assu ance Corporation, Limited.—V.C. Malins hasby- 
an order dated Aug 7, appointed Frederick Bertram Smart, Cannon® 

st, to be official liquidator 

Carnarvonshire Sia‘e Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up ptt! 
sented July 23, direcied to be heard before V.C. M:lins, on Nové.. 
Miller and Miller, Sherborne lane, solicitors fr the petitioner 

Chollerford (Roman Wall) Hydropathie E-tablish Company, Lim 
ited.—The M.R. has fixed Aug 23 at 12, at the chambers ot V.C. Hall) 
14, Chancery lane, as the time and place for the appointment of any 
ofhcial liquidator 

Scarsdale Brewery Company, Limited.—?etition for winding up a 
sented Ang 9, directed tob: heard on Aug 21, at the court of V.0.. 
Hal'. Torr and Co, Bedford row, solicitors for the petitioners 

Sutcliffe and Company, Limited.—V.O. Malins has by an order dated: 
oe 10, appointed John Adamson, Manchester, to be official liqui’ 

ator 

Van Consols Lead and Barytes Mining Company, Limited.—The MR. 
has by an order dated July 2, associated William Thomas, Llanidloes, 
Montgomery, J.P., as joint official liquidator . 

STANNARIES OF CoRNWaLL. 
Fripay, Aug 9, 1878. 

Tremenheere Mininz Company.—Petition for winding vp presented Aug 
2, directed to be heard before the Vice-Warden, at the Prince’s 
Truro, on Aug 17 at 10. Affidavits intended to be used at the hem 
in opposition to the petition, must be filed at the Registrar's 
Truro, on or before Aug 15, an notice thereof must at the same tims 
be given to the petitioner, his solicitors, or their agents, Hackin and 
Co, Truro, agents for Rogers and Son, Helston, solicitors for ‘the peti- 
tioner 





TuxspayY, Aug 13, 1878, 

Crown China Clay Comoany, Limited.—Petition for winding up pre 
sented Aug 9, directed to be heard bejore the Vice-Warden, at the 
Prince’s Hall, Truro, on Aug 20 at 12, Affidavits intended to be 
at the hearing, in opposition to the petition, must be filed at the 
Registrar’s oftice, Truro, on or before Aug 17, and notice thereof must 
at the same time be given to the petitioners, their solicitor ,or his 
agents, Hackin»nd Co, Truro, agents for Whitefield, St. Columlj* 
solicitors fur the petitioners 

Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
Fripay, Aug. 9, 1878. 
Burntwood Friendly Society, Star Inn, Barntwood, Stafford. Aug 6 
Tuxnspay, Aug. 13, 1878. 

Reading Bakers’} Society, Limited, Upper Hosier. st, Reading, Berks. 

ug 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap, 35. 
Last Day of Claim, 

Fripay, Aug. 2, 1878. 
Allcock, Francit, Hastings, Siw Mill Proprietor. Sept/l. Lidiatd, 
Great Jam4« st, Bedford row 
Blenkinson, John, Dun:ton, Durham, Ship Broker. Sept 1, Gibsoms 
and Pybus, Neweastle-upon-'yne 
Boston, Thomas, Wavefield, Tailur. Aug 80. Horner, Wakefield 
Braroald, Thomas, Criggleston, York, ‘Farmer. Aug 80, 

a Co 





Bredow, Elizabeth Eleanor, Addison rd North, Notting Hill. Oct 1. 
Foster, Birchia lane , 
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— Edgbaston, near Birmingham, Omnibus Proprietor. 


a Eu Licensed Victualler.. Gibsons and Pybus, 
1.. Newcastle-upon-Tyno ’ 
cate, 603, Clifton terrace, Brighton. Sept 11. Diggles, Hibernia 


London bridge 
oie, Hise Rebecca, Park st, Bath. Dee 25, Burne and Rooke, 


- Susan Hussey Elizabeth, Haltwhistle, Northumberland. 
99. Burne and Rooke, Bath 
George Howarth, Eaton Rise, Ealing, Gentleman. Nov 30. 
Watson and Co, Bouverie st, Fleet st 
Fleteber, Catherine, Buulogne-sur-Mer, Franco. Oct1. Mandor. 
New Lincoln’s-inn 
; cen, Malvern cottages, Barnsbury. Sept 20. Vanderpump 


n-8q 
ha ienafis, Nowcastle-upon-Tyne, Plumber. Sept 1. Gibsons 
Pybus, Newcastie-upon-Tyne 
, Mary, Milnrow rd, Rochdale. Sept 14, Holand, Roch- 


lh cores James, Westbrook, Surrey, Esq. Septl4. Withall and 
Compton, Great George st, Westminster 
Hamble Jane, Liverpool. Oct 1. Mather and Co; Newcastle-upon- 


wine, Georse, Hereford. Aug 22. Hertslet, Kingston-on-Thames 
Morgan, Maria, Paradise row, Stoke Newington. Sept 29. Sharpe 
and Co, Bedford row 

Eli, Huddersfield, Plasterer. Oct 1. Fisher, Huddersfield 
Norman, Frederick, Enderby, Leicester, Farmer. Oct 1. Miles and 


Oo, Leicester 
Qakes, Henry, Harrogate, York, Gentleman. Aug 30. Horner, 
Wi id 


Georce, Ashford, Kent, out of business. Aug 22. Hallett 


and Go, Ashford 
Smith, Mary, Stretford, Lancaster, Sept 20. Boote <cnd Edgar, Man- 


chester , 
Standish, William Staniish Carr, Duxbury Park, Lancaster, Esq. 
2. Clayton and Gibson,Newcastie-upon-Tyne 
tallied, Nathaniel Meritt, Manningham, York, Farmer. Oct 1. 
Middleton and Sons, Leeds 
Thomas, Daniel, Liverpool, Draper. Sept 1. Barrell and Co, Liver- 


tines, Louisa, Bayfield, Chester. Sept 29. Nicholls and Co, Altrin- 


m, Matthew, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Architect. Sep: 1. Gib- 
sonsand Pybus, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Tucker, John, Hunstpill, Somerset, Gentleman. Sept 29. Poole, 
Bridgwater 
Walker, Samuel, Foulsyke, Cumberland, Husbandman. Sept 19. 
Batler and Son,” Dalton-in-Furnesa 
Walsh, Sarah Bridger, St Leonards. Sept 26. Howard and Co, New 
8 


Wanless, John, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Architectural Draughtsman, Sept 
18, Swan and Arnott, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Watson, Sarah, Liverpool. Sept 14. Francis and Co, Liverpool 
‘Tugspay, Aug. 6, 1878. 
Adams, Joh, Dodbrooke, Devon, Merehant. Aug 31. Square, Kings- 


Andrews, William, College terrace, Belsize park, Gentleman. Sept 20. 
Caff, St Martin’s lane 
ga Liverpool. Sept’. Bell, George, Clifton crescent, Pack~ 


Bockett, Harriet Sophia, Bradney, Berks. Sept 16. Walker and Co, 
King’s rd, Gray’s inn 

Bockett, Julia Rebecca, Bradney, Berks. Sept 16. Waker and Co, 
King’s rd, Gray’s inn 

Bussey, Dinah, Sheffie'd. Sept 14. Smith and Son, Sheffield 

— James, Norham-on-fweed, Gentleman. Oct!. Nicholson, 

japeth 
Dennis, John, Sticklepath, Devon, Yeoman. Sept i. Bencraft, Barn- 


sta 
pad Maria, Preston, Lancaster. Nov !. Plant and Abbott, Pres- 
mn 


Kennedy, James, Alderley Edge. Chester, Stock and Share Broker. 
Dec 31. Wishington and Co, Manchester 
Lbyd, Richard, Birmingham, Commission Agent. Auz3l. Lowe and 
Birmingham 
Milward, Ann, Birmingham, Furniture Dealer. Aug 3!. Lowe and 
Sn, Birmingham 
er, Robert. Barnard Castle, Durham, Contractor. Sept 6. Nixon, 
Barnard Castle 
Pepys, Edmund, Portland place. Sept 14. Baileys and Co, Berner: 


»s Eg Mold, Flint, Mining Engineer. Sept 1. Edwards, 
in 


Richardson, Richard Wilfrey, Cherlwood place, Pimlico. Sept 15. 
Smith,{Denbigh st, Pimlico 
Turner, Wiliam, Manchester, Licensed Victualler. Oct 2. Stead, 


ter 

Turnbull, William, Blenheim terrace, Grove road, Mile End, Ship 

Owner. Sept 29. Curteta, East Stonehonse 

Fripay, Aug. 9, 1878, 

Billingay, James, Whiteball terrace, Totienham, Gentleman. Sept 17. 

Ratel ff and Son, New Broad st 

“stead Mary Maria, Chipping Norton. Cct1: Saunders, Chipping 

n 


maehion, oma Palace rd, Upper Norwood. Sept 29, Freeman and 


Broughton, Richard, Anerley Grove, Uppér Norwood, Gentleman. 
Sep. 29,. Freeman and Co, Brighton 

Cdldhém, John, Snettisham, Norfolk, Clerk in Holy Orders. Sept 23. 
Archerand Archer, King’s Lynn 
on Jane, Cleobury Mortimer. Sept 28. Trow, Cleobury Morti- 


Foreman, Thomas Dal * 
pions 4 pres es Thirsk, York, Innkeeper, Sept 1, Swar 
page Bath.. Sept 28, Stone and Co, Bath 

Ban Willa; Bath,, :Gentleman. | Sept .28.° Stone and Co., 





d 


Hilder, Mary Rachael; Eastcharech, Kent. Sept’ 6. Plummer. aud: 
Fielding, Canterbu 

—— Charlotte, ig st, Hammersmith. Nov 1, Carter, Austim’ 

r 

Mealor, Sarah, Ness, Chester. Sept. 2. Coleman, Liverpool 

Middleton, Mary Ann, Bath. Octl. Gibbs, Bath 

Newton, William, Stepney Green, Mile End Old Town, Gentleman. 
Oct 1. Swepstone, Lime st 

en, John, Friskney, Lincoin, Cottager. Aug 17. Bassitt, Wain- 
eet 


Rutherford, William, Austerfield, York, Farmer. Oct 31. Cartwright 
and Son, Bawtry 

Ryan, Elizabeth, Bath. Sept 28. Stone and Co, Bath 

Ryan, John, Bath, Mason. Sept 28. Stone and Co, Bath 

Spielmann, Lionel Adam, Conduit st, Stock Dealer. Sept 19. Hilland 
Son, Old Broad st 

Stevens, William, Westbourne rd, Barnsbury, Licensed Victualler. 
Sept 18. Child, Paul’s Bakehonse crt, Doctors’ commons 

Vaughan, William, Bath, Panter. Sept 28. Ston3 and Co, Bath 

Watson, Agnes, Plymouth. Oct 31. Kooker and Co, Plymouth 

Watts, Edward, Bath, Wine Merchant. Sept 28. Stone and Co, 


Bath 

White, William Joseph, King st, Cheapside. Nov 1. Champion and 
Co, Ironmonger lane * 

Williams, Henry Edmund, Bayton-Cum-Mamble, Worcester, Butcher. 
Sept 28. Trow, Cleobury Mortimer 


Toxrspay, Aug. 13, 1878. 
Cameron, Lieut-Gen, Joho, C.B., Southampton. Sept 10. Baker. 
and Co, Line 1n's-inn-Fields 
Chase, Rachel, Hanover st, Kentish Town. Sept 10. Rodwell, Chancery 


ane 

Clinch, Christopher, Brighton, Dyer. Sept 29. Freeman. and Co, 
Brighton 

Crompton, Jessy, Heworth, York. Sept 30. Darbyshire and Tatham, 
Manchester 

Deighton, Alfred Horsfall, Bradford, York, Innkeeper. Oct 1. Peel 
and Gaunt, Bradford 

Denuis, John, Sticklepath, Devon, Yeoman. Sept1l. Bencraft, Barn- 
staple 

Durant, Edward, Everton Valley, Liverpool. Sept 24. Foster and 
Son, Liverpool 

Fountain, Peter, Liverpool, Saddler. Sept 13. Parrott and Co, 
Macclesfield 

Griffith, Rev, David, Cheltenham. Sept 9, Ticehurst and Sons, 
Cheltenham 1 

Gunn, William. Sedgefield, Durham, Engine Driver. Sept 30. Sorr 
and Co, Abchurch !ane 

Heigham, Charles Pell, Llandaff, Glamorgan, Esquire. Sept 28. 
Griffith and Corbett, Cardiff 

Hill, John Norbury, High Legh, Chester, Labourer. Sept 30. Ridg- 
way and Worsley, Warrington 

Hollidge, Mary Ann, Swind m, Wilts. Sept6. Townsend, Swindon 

Hopkins, Haonsh, Blackheath, Kent. Sept28. Horsley, Bull and 
Mouth st 

Huristone, William George James, Black{riars rd, Surgical Instrument 
Manufacturer. Sept 10. Easton,j/Wa'worth ra 

Lsne, John, Llanberis, Caroarvun, Quarry Proprietor. Sept 15. 
Webb, Stony Stratf rd 

Langford, a:a, Pisot st, Limehouse. Sept 28. Horsley, !Bull and 
Mouth et 

Lawrence, Robert, Sydenham, Surrey, Gentleman. Sept 10. Mason, 
Gresham st 

Lechmere, Richar4, Isle of Jersey, Esq. Sept 14. Mallam, Oxford 

Leopold, Lewis Leibman, St Helier, Jersey, ‘tobacconist. Sept (4. 
Frost, Leadenhatl st 

McCutcheon, James George, Swansea, Clerk. Sapt 30. Field, Swan- 


sea 

Michell, Edmund, Tresaveen, Gwennap, Cornwall, Farmer. Sept 16. 
Coude and Co, St Austell 

Morgan, Hugh, Vicar of Khyl, Flint. Aug 31. Wad-, Kidsgrove 

Morgan, Edward, Lleachwead, Cardigan, Surgeoa, Sept7. Howell, 
Lianel 

Nowell, ‘Thomas, Heightington, Durbam, Gentleman. Sept 10. 
Wooley, Darlington 

Pierpoint, Robert, Richia0ad rd, West Bro mpton, Licensed Victualler. 
Sept 2. Farcar and Farrar, Wardrobe place, Doe'ors’ Commons 

Pridham, George, Plymouth, Gentleman. Sept 25. Pridham and Co, 
Plymout 

Richardson, John Cross, Whitefield, Lancaster, Manufactarer.. Sept 
16. tale and Co, Manchester 

Rutles, Samuel, West Yeldham, Kent, Farmer, Aug 3t. Carnell 
and Son, Sevenoaks 

Turner, Frances Ann, Brentford rd, Turnham Green, Sept 2. Bicknell 
and Hortin, Edg ware rd, Hyde Park 

Waters, Mary, Bishop st, Bnstel. Oct 10. Fryand Co, Bristol 

Wormald, Reuven, Leeds, Grocer, Sept 30. Markland and Davey, 
Leeds 

Bankrupts. 
Frrmay, Aug 9, 1878. 


Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must torward their provts of debts to the Registrar 
To Surrender in London. 
Bone, George Robert Wiliam, Old Keut ri, Draper. Pet Aug 7. 
Spring-Rice. Aug 21 at l2 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Barnes, Isaac, Macclesfield, Coach Builder. Pet Aug’. Mair. Mad» 
clesfield, Aug 28 ut 11 
Barnes, Thomas, Cardigan rd, Richmond, Builder. Pet Aug 6. Wik 
loughby. Wandsworth, Aug 23 at 11 
Oheveley, William B  . Pet Aug 6. Robinson: Bradford, Aug? 
9 


at 

Croseweil, Charles, and George Spittel, Burton-on-Trent, Builders 
Pet Aug 7. Hubbersty: Burton-on-Trent, Aug 20 at 11 

Milner, Thomas, Barney, York, Timber Merchant. Pet Aug 3. Bury. 
barnsiey, Aug 2) at 2 

Oldfield, Thomas, Lower* Broughton, nr Manchester, Con tractor. Pet 
Aug 7. Lister. Saltord, Aug 21 at 11 
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Powell, William Edward, Birmingham. Pet Aug 2. Parry. Bir- 
mingham, Aug 19 at 11 

Smith, 8 » Werwick, Electro Plater, Pet Aug 2, Parry. 
Birmingham, Aug 19 at 12 

Yorke, John Daniel Watson, Brigstock, Northampton, Farmer. Pet 
Aug 7. Dennis. Northampton, Aug 24 at 11 


Tuxrspay, Aug 18, 1878. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London, 


How, Thomas, and Henry Philip How, Castle st East, Oxford st, 
Bookbinders. Pet Aug 9. Spring-Rice. Aug 29 at 11 


To Surrender in the Country, 


Colwill, William, Plymonth, Hatter. Pet Aug 8. Edmonds. East 
Stonehouse, Aug 29 at 12 : 

Dixon, William John, Halifax, Commercial Traveller. Pet Aug 10. 
Alexander. HWalifax, Aug 26 at 11 

Gibson. Edward, Kingston-upon-Hull, Hotel Keeper. Pet Aug9. Rol- 
lit. Kingston-vpon-Hull, Aug 26 at 3 

Macbean, Archibald, Devonport, Lieut 37th Regt. Pet Aug 8. Edmonds. 

Stonehouse, Aug 29 at 12 

Williamson, George C =, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Grocer. Pet Aug 8. 

Mortimer. Newcastie, Aug 2% at 11.30 


Liquidations by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Fripay, Aug 9, 1878, 

Adkin, Thomas, Middlesborough, Beerhouse Keeper. Aug 22 at 11 at 
offices of Peacock, Zetland rd, Middlesborough 

Ady, Ellen Jane, and Marienne Ady, Gloucester, Fancy Wool Dealers. 
Aug 20 at 3 at offices of Haines, St John’s lane, Gloucester 

Allen, Charles Smith, Tenby, Pembroke, Artist. Aug 26 at 11 at 
offices of Gwynne and Stokes, Crackwell st, Tenby 

Allen, George, Palmerston terrace, Hornsey, Builder. Aug 20 at 11 at 
the Hall of the Incorporated Law Society, Chancery lane. Norris, 
Southampton buildings, Chancery lane 

Barton, John Lipscombe, Abchurch yard, Tailor. Aug 19 at3 at 35, 
Golden sq. Cole, Fenchurch st 

Bate, Thomar, Sianey st, Mile End, Builder. Aug 20 at 4 at offices of 
Noton, Great Swan alley, Moorgate st 

Battely, Eliza Annie, Liverpool, Ho el Keeper. Aug 23 at 12 at offices 
of Carruthers, Lord st, Liverpool 

Beardsworth, Thomas, Blackburn, Coal Merchant. Aug 22 at 3 at 
offices of Hutchinson, St John’s chambers, Victoria st, Blackburn. 
Polding, Blackburn 

Beattie, George, Cranleigh, Surrey, Baker. Aug 23 at 12 at the County 
and Borough Hal's, Guildford, “Geach, Guildford 

Beer, Thomas, Cardiff, Engineer. Aug 22 at 2 at 19, Duke st, Cardiff, 
Griffith and Corbett, Cardiff 

Benjamin, Hyam, Gresham House, Marchant. Aug 20 at 12 at 
— of Kemp and Co, Walbrook. Heath and Parker, St Helen’s 


place 
Benjamin, Michsel Henry, Gresham Houce, Merchant. Aug 20 at 12 
at offices of Kemp and Co, Walbrook. Heath and Parker, St Helen’s 


place 

Bentley, John, Longton, Stafford, Grocer. Aug 22 at Il atthe Glebe 
Hotel, Glebe st, Stoke-upon-Trent. Julian, Burslem 

Borgen, Ado'pn Emi!, New Bond s', Picture Dealer. Auz23 at 3 at 
= ae Coffee House, Gulldhail. Warmington, Gresham 

ings 

Bostock, John, Iikeston, Derby, Miner. Aug 24 at 3 at offices of 
Fraser, Brougham chambers, Wheeler gate, Notts 

Brooke, William Edward, and James Jodrell Brooke, Bollington 
Station, Cheshire, Coal Dealers. Aug 26 at 11 at the Pack Horse 
ba) Jordangate, Macclesfield. Parrott, Charchside, Maccles- 

Bywater, Jonas, We-t Bromwich, Coal Dealer. Aug 22 at 11 at offices 
of Travis, Church lane, Tiptcn 

Cadman, Kichard Russell, Wo.verhampton, Groo-r’s Assistant. Aug 
22 at 11 at offices of Leake, High st, Snifnal, Salop 

Child, Hugh, Long-tock, Hants, Builder. Ang 2l at 12 at offices of 
Edmonds and Vo, Portland st, Southampton. Coxwell aud Co, 
Southampton 

Churchill, Henry, Williton, St Decuman’s, Somerset, Saddler. Ang 26 
at Il at offices of Reed and Cook, Pau! st, Taunton 

Qvok, James William, Norfolk terrace, Bayswater, Auctioneer. 
22 at 2 at the Guildhall Tavern, Greeham st. 

ue 





Aug 


Be Nethersole, Mason’s 

Corden, Sarah, Baschurch, Salop. Aug 19 at 3 at offices of Chandler, 
Talbot chamb-rs, Shrewsbury 

Crawford, William McWhirk, Maryport, Cumber'and, Provision 

r. Aug 22 at 11 at offices «f Collin, John st, Maryport 

Crawley, Eamund, Ancoats, Manchester, Rag Merch Aug 43 at 3 
at Offices of Leigh, Brown st, Manchester 

Crossiey, John, Huddersfield, rookselier. Aug 27 at 3 at offices of 
Berry, Market place, Huddersfield 

Crattwell, Frederick Robert, Bath, Solicitor. Aug 14 at 12 at 1, Haring- 
ton place, Bath 

Curtis, William Edward, Banbury, Oxford, Garver. Auz24 at 11 at 

«f Crosby, Bridge st, Banbury 
Day, Pamuel, Torquay, Ginger Beer Manufacturer, Aug 27 at 12 at 
of Carter and Son, Cary bui dings, Abbey rd, Torquay 

Eyre, John Francis Nash, Ilkeston, D-rby, Clerk in Holy Orders. 
Aug 27 at 12 at the Rus!avd Hotel, Iikeston. ‘Thurman, I/keston 

Fisher, William, New Swindon, Wilts, Groc-r. Aug 16 at 10 at offices 
of Boodle, A bicn buildines. Bridge #t. New Swin.ion 

Fletcher, Wiiliam Schofie d, Bradford, York, Tobacconist. Aug 20 at 
3 at offices « f Terry and R: bin on, Market st, Brad‘ord 

Freeman, Benjamin ‘| homes, Norvhappton, Tatior. Ang 23 at 11 at 
¢fices «f Scriven ond Terry, Derngate, Northampton 

Gibson, ap hart. Spaluingtoo, Yurk, Farmer. Aug 26 at 12 at officesof 

owdn 

Gill, Thou a-, skipton, Grocer. Aug 24 at 3 at offces of Paget 

Wilson’s yard, Skiptun - ales 








Aug. 17,1818, 


Goldberg, Maurice, Crispin st, Spitalfields, Tailor. Aug 19 at 
61, Great Prescott st, Goodman’s Fields, Dobson, Duke st, A/ 

Hare, Samuel, Globe rd, Mile End, Cabinet Manufactarer. Ang 
8 at offices of Downing, Basinghall st 

Harper, William, Shipley, York, Master Plasterer. Aug 22 at 2 gt! 
Bull Inn, Shipley. Cottam, Bradford 

Harris, William, Birmingham, Gunsmith. Aug 26 at 11 at officgs 
Allbutt, Temple row West, Birmingham ‘ 

Hawkins, Richard, Preston-upon-ihe-Wildmoors, Salop, F, 
Aug 22 at 2,30 as offices of Taylor, King st, Wellington : 

Heys, Daniel, Tottington, Lancashire, Hat Manufacturer, Aug aa 
3 at offices of Sampson, South King st, Manchester 

Hodson, Christopher, Belton, Lancashire, Strapping Manufacture, 
Aug 22 at 11 at offices of Dowling and Urry, Wood st, Bolton ‘ 

Hogben, Thomas, Sheerness, Licensed Victualler, Aug 28 at 2 at ty 
Mitre Hotel, High st, Chatham, Shakespear, Chancery lane 

Isaacs, Wolf, Commerce rd, Wood Green, Oilman. Aug 19 at 2 at offigg 
of Davie, Moorgate st 

James, Samuel, Gloucester, Corn Merchant. Aug 23 at li at the Be 
Hotel, Gloucester. Taynton and Son, Gloucester 

Jolly, John, South Shore, Blackpool, Butcher. Sept 2 at 1! at officy 
of Morgan, Blackpool — 

Kaye, David, Sheffield, Bnilder. Aug 22 at 2 at the Incorporated Lay 
Society, Aldine court, High st, Shettie!\d. Clegg and Sons 

Kent, Alfred, Liverpool st, Carpet Warehouseman. Aug 23 at 12 at 
the Masons’ Hall ‘Tavern, Masons’ avenue, Basinghall st. Levertm, 


Bishopsgate st 

Kirkhase Robert, Great Restate, iy Farmer. Aug 2l at} 
at offices of Edelston, Winckley st, Pres’ 

Klimm, Joseph, Wandsworth rd, Lambeth, Baker. Aug 29 at 2a 
offices of Brown, Basinghall st 

Larcy. ng Abergavenny, Monmouth, Auctioneer. Aug 26 at If 
at offices of Gardner, Abergavenny — 

Leakey, Joseph, High st, Stoke Newington, Picture Frama Maker, 
Aug 28 at 3 at offices of Hare, 0.4 Broad st 

Little, Lewis Preece, Canton, Glamorgan, Builder. Aug2i at Il at 
offices of Jenkins and Co, Philkarmonic chambers, Cardiff. Downing, 
Cardiff 

Llord, George, Greet. werorian. Tailor. Aug 20 at 3 at offices of 
Talbot, Church et, Kidderminster 

Menger; Frederick Barnard, Newport, Isle of Wight, Tailor, Aug 7 


at } at offices of Edmonds and Co, Cheapside. Hooper, 
Newport 

Mendelssohn, Max, Jewin st, Manager te a Picture Frame Maker, 
Ang 28 at 2-at offices :f Pancell and Co, Guildhallchambers, Basing~ 
hallst. Brown, Basinghall st 





Moore, Wallace, and Wiliam Scott, Greenheys, Manchaster, Builders, 
Aug 22 at 3 at otfices of Trevor, Clarence buildings, Booth st. 
Ro 


bson 

Mortimer, Daniel, Minchinhampton, Gloacester, Bootmaker. Ang | 
at 4 at offices of Jackson, London rd, Stroud 

Muddyman, Alfred, Birmingham, Printer. Aug 19 at3 at offices of 
Slaney, Ann st, Birmingham 

Na-h, Robert John, Two Waters, Hertford, Beerhouse keeper. Aug 
23 at 2 at offices of Bullock, Graat Berkhampsteid 

Naylor, Frederick, Kingston-upon-Hall, Mulwnght. Aug 20 at 3a 
offices of Chambers, Scale lane, Kingston-upon-Hall 

Oakley, William, Broid wall, Southwark, Boot Maker, Aug 22 at 
3 at offices of Cnristmas, Walbrook 

Phillips, Benjamin, see genes a Carpenter. Ang 22 at. 
10.15 at offices of Morris, Quay st, Carmarthsn 

Pickermng, gon ag ome Tailor. Aug 21 at 12 at the Albion Ing, 
Chester. Davies, Holywe! E 

Rilev, John, Syston, Lacester, Wholesv'e Stationsr. Ang 23 at Bat 
offices of Fowler and Co, Grey Friara chambers, Friar lane, 
Leicester * 

Ro ‘erts, Charles Leonard, Burton-on-Trent, Commercial Clerk. Aug 
22 at 12 at the Star Ino, High st, Burwn-20-Trent. ilson, 
Barton-on-Trent 

Rose, Henry William Tookey, Jorephine avenus, Brixton, School- 
master, Aug 19 at 12at 111, Cheapside, Butcher, Bouverie st, 
Fleet st 

Russell, Charles James, Messingham, Lincoln, Doctor of Moliclats 
Aug 23 at 12 ac the serene Hall, Messinghim. Grange 
Wintringham, Great Grimsby 

Rosseli, Troe, Webs Bromwech, Tron Master. Ang 2! at 11 at the 
Geat Western Hotel, Monmouth st, Birmingham. Wight and Son, 
Dadley 

Sanderson, Francis, Old Shi!don, Durham, Builder. Aug 20 at lla 
the Turk’s Head Hoel, Darlington. J«moson, Siokedey 

S.ndersun, Georg’, Mortomley, York, Grocer, Aug 23 at 3 at offices 
of Ridea', Chronicle chambers, Barnsley 

Scott, John, North Shields, Master Mariner, Ang 19 at 3 at offices of 
Reed and Jo'ifte, Howard st, North Shields 

Shaw, Isaac Brindley, Wa'sall, Draper. Aug 21 at 11 at offices of 
Coiterell, Bridge st, Waleull 

Shone, William, Chesser, Coach Bu'lder, Aug 21 at 
Nordon and Mason, Bridze st row east, Chester F 

Smith, William Cross, Bath, Chemist. Ang 19 at t2 at the Masons 
Hail Tavern, Basinghall +t. Bartrum, Buh 

Somerville, Franeis, Saltord, Draper, Ang 16 at 11 at offices of White 
head, Brown st. Manchester 

Spence, Joseph Thomas, Laather lane, Holborn Bosmaker. Aug 2? 
at 4 at the Guilchall Tavera, Gresham st. Hillearysand Taylor, 
Fenchurch buildings : 

Stavhany, Be jamin, Brushfield st, Spitalfialds, out of business, Aug 
20 at $0 at offices of Goatly, Westminstar brid ze 

Somps er, Edmund, Farnborough, 8 u-hampton, Grocer. Aug 19 at8 
at offi-es of kve, Victoria rd, Aldershot 

Suthard, Peter, volywell, Flint, Bot Manufactarer, Aug 19 at? 66 
the Albion Inn, Chesser, Pugh, Holywell 

Sweetman, James Windrow, Kirkdale, Watchmaker, Aug 26 at 3 at 
offices of Sheen aod Brosdhurs’, North Johu st, Liverpool. Browse, 
Liverpool 

Thomas, William, Aberdare, Corn Merchint. Aug :9 at 11 at cfficesof 
Phillips, Canon s', Aterd 

Trayner, ret 


of Parrott and Cu, Cnu:casite, Mavclesteld 





12 at offices of 


are 
rorge. Maccle-fivld, Cigar Merchant, Aug 28 at 2 at offices 
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Skinnergate, Darlington, Grocer. Aug 22 at 11.30 

116, High st, Stockton-on-Tees. Barron, Darlington 

Wollace, Henry, Forest Hall, Northumberland, Firmar. Ang 22 at 
at offices of Keenlyside and Forster, St John’s chambers, Grainger 

west, Newcastle-upon-Tyns 

Patkinson, William, Kiogston-upon-Hall, Auctioneer. Sept 4 at 12 
ef Torry, Oogan’s chambers, Bowlalley lane, Kingston- 

John, Stockton-on-Tees, out of buciness. Aug 17 at 3 at the 

Inn, Church st, York. Hope, Middlesborough 

John, and Benjamin Whiteley, Ripponden, York, Hardware 

hants. Aug 27 at 4 at offices of Walshaw, Crown st chambers, 


Pil'ams, Richard, Ferndale, Glamorgan, Grocer. Aug 22 at 1 at the 
Cardiff Hotel, Cardiff. Thomas, Pontypridd 

Charles James, Southampton, Wine Merchant. Aug 22 at 

12 at offices of Edmonds snd Co, Cheapside. Coxwell and Co, 


i 
i 


He 


on 
ie, Patricroft, Lancashire, Milk Dealer. Aug 23 at Il at 
of Whitt, King st, Manchester. Best, Manchester 
ods, John, Wollaston, Northampton, Carrier. Aug 24 at 12 at 
offices of Girling, Market sq, Wellingborough 
Tvuespay, Aug 13, 1878. 

Abbott, Thomas, Blackburn, Cotton Spinner. Aug 27 at !1 at the 
Mitre Hotel, Cathedral yard, Manchester, Radcliffe, Blackburn 
Anderson, Charles Alexander, Barby, Northampton, Agent. Aug 23 
at4at the Horseshoes Hotel, Rugby. Gledhill, Rugby 

Amold, Anne, Chester, Tinplate Worker, Aug 27 at 3 at offices of 
Bridgend and Co, Westminster buildings, Newgate st, Chester 

Atherton, Thomas, Atherton, Lancashire, Beerhouse keeper. Aug 26 
at }l at offices of France, Church gate, Wigan 

Baker, James Daniel, Pontnewydd, Monmouth, Licensed Victualler. 
‘Ang 23 at 11 at offices of Tomlinson, Dock st, Newport 

Ball, Harriet, Moss Bank, Widnes, Grover. Aug 29at3 at offices of 
Bewley, Victoria road, Widnes 

Barker, Phillip Collyer, Ingatestone, Essex, Dealer in Horses. Aug ° 
% at? at offices of Ladbury and Co, Cheapside. Owles, Chancery 


lone 

Barraclough, John, Bradford, Grocer. Aug 26 at4 at the Creditors’ 
Association, Parkinson’s chambers, Market st, Bradford 

Bartle, George, and Joseph Bartle, Lingwell Gate, nr Wakefield. 
Troofounders. Aug 28 at 4 at the Bull Hotel, Wakefield. Turner, 


Leeds 

Bickerton, Richard, and Ralph Bickerton, Tweedmouth, Berwick- 
upon-Twoed, Agricultural Implement Makers. Aug 26 at 11.30 at 
the Red Lion! nn, Berwick-upon-Tweed. Middlemas, Alnwick 

Binner, Alfred George, Leeds, Joiner. Aug 31 at 11 at offices of 
Dresser, Park row, Leeds 

Bird, a: Stockton-on-Tees, Draper’s Assistant. 
dices of Beli, Church st, West Hartlepool 

Bleckwell, Thomas, Coedpoeth, Denbigh, Grocer. 
offices of Jones, Henblas st, Wrexham 

Blakemore, John Thomas, Willenhall, Stefford, Farmer. 
atoffices of Barrow, Queen st, Wolverhampton 

Blashfield, Joho Marriott, Berners st, Oxford st, Terra Cotta Manufac- 
turer. Aug 30 at 2 at the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Morris, 


Aug 26 at 3 at 
Aug 29 at 3 at 
Aug 24 ct ll 


Tow 
Biederman, Leopold, Noble st, Warehouseman, Aug 27 at 3 at offices 
of Goldberg and Langdon, West st, Finsbury circus 
Boltor, Thomas, London House yard, St Paul’s churchyard, Poulterer. 
Aug 21 at 3 at offices of Marsden, Gutter lane, Cheapside 
Brady, Christopher, Chorlton-upon-Medlock, Provision Merchant. Aug 
40 at 12 at 69, Corporation st, Manchester. Farrington, Manchester 
Brown, Robert, Tunbridge Weils, Kent, Ironmonger. Aug 22 at 2 at 
Offices of Reader, Gray’s inn sq 
Bull, William, Great Grimsby, Grocer. Aug 27 at 3 at offices of 
Magon, Victoria st South, Great Grimsby 
, Albert, Ashtoa-under-Lyne, Timber Merchant. Aug 28 at 3 
ai the Mitre Hotel, Cathedral yard, Manchester. Coates and 
Haslam, Ashton-under-Lyne 
Canlett, William, Darlaston, Stafford, Gun Lock Filer. Aug 28 at 3.30 
atoffices of Sh«ldon, High st, Wednesbury 
Challacombe, Edwin Higgs, Great Missenden, Bucks, Corn Dealer. 
4ug 30 at 12 at offices of Rawson, High st, HightWycombe 
Gurk, Stephen, Airton, York, Joiner. Aug 29 at 5 at the Ship Hotel, 
tine sq, Skipton 
Cooper. John, and Thomas Wood, Stranceways, Manchester, Machinist, 
Sept 2 at 11 at offices of Sutton and Harding, Cooper st, Manchester 
George, Gloucester, Baker, Aug 24 at 3 at offices of Cooke, 
ey st, Gloucester 
» George, Garndiffaith, Monmouth, Grocer. 
Offices of Dauncey, Albion chambers, Newport 
Crewe, Samuel, Birmingham, Restaurant keeper. 
Wilson, Colmore row, Birmingham 
Dimm, Frederick William, Berner st, Commefcia! rd, Baker. Aug 27 
Din #t offices of Miller and Co, Salter’s Hall court, Gannon st 
offic 


Aug 26 at 12 at 
Aug 22 at 3 at offices 


8, William, Ombersley, Worcester, Stonemason. Ang 24 at 3 at 
Bs es\0f Thompson and Taylor, Piarpoint st, Worcester 
iston, John, Serjeant Master Tailor of H.M’s 108th Regmt of Foot, 
oe Aug 28 at 11 at offices of Smythies and Co, North hill, 
er 
e, Thomas, Fighting Cocks, nr Darlington, Licensed Victualler. 
Sept 4 at 3 at offices of Barron, High row, Darlington 
Downing, George, Leycett, Stafford, Carter. Aug 21 at 11 at offices of 
th, Lad lane, Newcastie-uncer-Lyme 
n, Joe, Hastings, Carpenter. Aug 22 at 11 at offices of Meadows 
and Evliote, Havelock rd, Hastings 
a Eeanor, Lampeter, Ourdigan, Grocer. Aug 24 at2at the 
Binnny Court Office, Lampeter. Lloyd, Lampeter 
ards, Alfred Henry, Birmingham, Boot Dealer. 
offices of Russell, Coimore row, Birmingham 
Tarpurn, Charles Francis Miloourn, Windsor court, Monkwell st, 
Hictil Florist. Aug 27 at 1 at offices of Fitch, Featherstone 
(kines, Holborn 4 : 
tpegie| eg yea act coming Shoe Manufatturer. 
; at Offices of Felice. bert st, Kettering. Sh 
Newland, Northampton : ° ¢ _— 


Aug 26 at 3 at 


Aug 21 at 4 at offices of 
Aug 22 at 3 at offices of 


Aug 24at 11 at the 
Aug 


Aug 24 at 11 at offices of 


Aug 


Ang 21 at 12 at the Three Tuns Hotel, New Elver, Diroam. 
Steavenson and Meek, Darlington 
Warmington, Castle st, Dudley 
French, Nicholas, jun, North Shields, Glazier. 
Galleway, Thomas, Edwin Galleway, and Joseph Linsley Galleway, 
Leeds, Paper Hangers. Aug 27 at 11 at offices of North and Sons, 
Hall, Richard, and John Hall, Tolver, Cornwall, Farmers. 
11 at offices of Roscorla and Son, North parade, Penzanse 
Aug 26 at 10.30 at offices of 
Jackson, High st, West Bromwich 
Harrison, James, Bilston, Stafford, Boot Dealer. Aug 26 at1l at the 
Havard, William, Melincrythan, Glamorgan, Grocer. 
at offices of Davies, Alma place, Neath 
Vine Inn, Vine st, Stafford. Ashmali, Hanley 
Heaver, Edward, New Thornton Heath, Croydon, Cowkeeper. 
Hedley, Alexander, Middlesborough, Tobacconist. 
offices of Clayhills, Coniscliffe rd, Darlington 
fin Brothers, High st, Manchester 
Holden, Georgo, Birmingham, Perholder Manufacturer. Aug 29 at 2 
Birmingham. Jackson 
Horsfall, Georee, Leeds, Dye Merchant. 
Hudson, William, Birmingham, Butcher. Aug 26 at 3 at offices of Parr, 
Colmore row, Birmiugham 
of Laverack, Land of Green Ginger, Kingston-upon-Hull 
Iggo. John Emmett, Gateshead, Papsrhanger. Aug 26 at 11 at offices 
Jackson, Ann, and George Henry Jackson, Oidham, Boot Miker, 
27 at 11 at offices of Hanchett and Watson, Union st, Oidham 
Ang 23 
at 10.5 at the Ship and Castle Inn, Laugharne. Evins, Carmarthen 
Johnson, William, Heckmondwike, Carpet Manufacturer. Aug 23 at 
Sons 
Jones, Owen, Liverpool, Plumber. Aug 28 at 2 at offices of Fowler,. 
Jores, Thomas, Neson, Cheshire, Auctioneer. 
Thompson, Hamilton st, Birkenhead 
Aug 24 at 12.30 at 
the Albion Inn, Chester. Hughes, Bangor 
Langley, Georve, Sheffield, Wholesale Fish Salesman. Aug 24 at 10 
Long, George, Reading, out of business. Aug 2! at 10 at 145, Black- 
friars rd, Micklethwait, Leicester sq 
Aug 26 at 2 at offices of Weston, South parade, Leeds 
Mann, Wi'liam Henry, Wortley, Leeds, Ironfounder, Aug 23 at 4 af 
Martin, George, Putney, Builder. Aug 23 at 12 at offices of Les and 
Pembertons, Lincoln’s inn fields 


Forster, John, and George Forster, Old Cissop, Durham, Fa-mora. 
Frank'and, Francis Joho, Dudley, Surveyor. 
Whitehorn, Saville st, North Shields 
East parade, Leeds 
Aug 23 at 
Hampton, Johc, Birmingham, Builder. 
Globe Inn, Mount pleasant, Bilston. Bowen, Bilston 
Aug 27 at IL 
Heath, William, Hanley, Stafford, Tea Dealer. 
27 at 3 at offices of Nye, North st, Brighton 
Aug 26 at 4.15 at 
Helsby, James, Manchester, Merchant, Aug 30 at 2 at offices of Grif- 
at offices of Barber and Gaziand, Imperial chambers, Co!mo¢e row, 
Puilan, Bank chambers, Park row, Leeds 
Humphrey, Robert, Newington, York, Joiner. Ang 23 at 2 at offices 
of Laws and Co, Collingwood st, Neweastle-upon-Tyne 
Jeremy, William Henry, Laugharne, Carmarthen, Mariner. 
11.30 at the Royal Hotel, Market place, Dewsbury. Middleton aad 
Cable st, Liverpool 
Aug 26 at 3 at offices of 
Jones, William, Carnarvon, Licensed Victualler. 
at offices of Pickering, Figtree lane, Shetfield. Machen 
Mann, Edwin, and Oliver Glover, New Wortley, Leeds, Ironfounders. 
the Queen’s Hotel, Wellington st, Leeds. Weston, Leeds 
Martin, George Rose, and Henry Wayland White, Fenchurch st, Mer- 


chants. Aug 27 at1 at the Guildhail Tavern, Gresham st. Ingle 
and Co, Threadneedle st 

Mason, Edmund, Nottingham, Butcher. Sept 2 at 3 at offices of Lees, 
jun, Middle pavement, Nottingham 

Marrian, Henry, Birmingham, Manufacturing Confectioner. Aug 30 
at 12 at offices of Beale and Co, Birmingham 

Mastin, Frederick George, Holbeach, Lincoln. Butcher. Aug 20 at 3, 


at the Chequers Inn, Holbeach. Whikin, King’s Lynn 

McNiven, David, and Frederick John Archer, Wood st, Manchester, 
Warehousemen. Aug 27 at 2 at the Cannon st Hoel. Rooks and 
Co, King st, Cheapside 

Milton, Henry, Kingston-upon-Thames, Dairyman. 
offices of Wilkinson and Howlett, Churcn st, 
Thames 

Moore, John Robert, South Shields, Woollen Draper. Aug 23 at 3 at 
offices of Oshorne, King st, South Shields 

Morton, Henry, Sheffield , "tailor. Aug 28 at 2 at offices of Fairburn 
Bank st, Sheffield 

Oates, James Henry, and Samuel Charles Oates, Leeds, Saddlers. 
Aug 26 a+ 2 at offices of Pullan, Bank chambers, Park row, Leeds 

Park, James, Preston, Brickmaker. Aug 23 at 2 at olfices of Black- 
hurst, Fox st, Preston 

Parker, Elisha Dixon, Leeds, Blacksmith. Aug 24 at 11 at offices of 
Walker, South parsd+, Leeds 

Patchett, James, Bradford, Painter. Aug 23 at3 at offices of Haigh, 
Piece Hall chambers, Bank st, Bradford 

Paterson, James Arthur, Liverpool, Commission Merchant. 
2 at offices of Gibson and Co, South John st, Liverpoul. 
Co, Liverpool 

Peacock, Thomas, Morton, Derby, Brickmaker. 
of Gee, High st, Chesterfield 

Pratt, Samuel Birmingham, Boot Dealer. Ang 
Sa: gent and Son, Benneitt’s hill, Birmingham 

Price, James, Beguildy, Radnor, Farmer. Aug 
Green ant Peters, Kaighton 

Roberts, John, Cornwall rd, Lambeth, General Ironmoages. 
at 3 at offices of Cooper, Chancery lane 

Rooliff, John, Burnley, Ironfounder. Aug 29 at 11 at ofices of Bald- 
win, Ormerod st, Burnley 

Ruffell, Thomas, Haughley, Suffolk, Farmer. Aug 24 at 3 at offices of 
Payne, Stowmarket. Hill, Ipswich : 

Russell, James, Brackenbuy rd, Hammersmith, Builder, Aug 22 at 
3 at offices ot Hicklin and Washington, Trinity 3q, Soutawark 

Sainty, Peter Mosely, jun, Wivenhoe, Essex, Sip Agent. Aug 30 at 
12 at the Fieece Hote', Head st, Colchester. Church, Colchester 


Aug 27 at Il at 
Kingstoa-upon- 


Aug 27 at 
Laces and 


Aug 30 at 3 at offices 
23 at 3 at offices of 
27 at 11 at offices of 


Aug 30 
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erat ion pales, Earthenware Dealer. ang 26 at 3.30 at EDE AND y 0 N 
Shenks, eed pee ogee wry Builder. Aug 28 at $ at offices of ROBE t MAKERS: 


Purvis, 

Shaw, Matthew, Botchergte, Carlisle, Boot Maker. Aug 23 at 11 at 
offices of Thornburn, Bank st, Carlisle 

Sherwill, Thomas Hamlyn, Broadhempston, Devon, Cattle Dealer. 
Asem * 11 at the Commercial Inn, Fore st, T . Creed, New- 
ton Abbo' 

Smith, Charles, Liverpool, Tailor. Aug 30 at 2 at offices of Harris, 
Adelaide buildings, ty, place, Liverpool 

Solomon, Frederick, Lozells, Birmingham,. Commission Agent. Aug 
26 at 12 at offices of Free, Temple row, Birmingham 

Southorn, Judith Catherine, Broseley.’ Salop, Tobacco Pipe Manu- 
facturer. Aug 29 at 8 at offices of Rice and Burnett, Lincoln’s inn 
fields, Phillips and Co, Shifnal 

Stephenson, John, Savile Town, nr Dewsbury, Grocer. Aug 28 at 
10.15 at offices of Scholes and Son, Leeds rd, Dewsbury 

Temple, John, Jesmond, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Builder. Aug 26 at 2 
at ber of Clark, Union chambers, Grainger st west, Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne 

Thorndike, Job, Willoughby-with-Sloothby, Lincoln, Butcher. Aug 
24 at 11 at offices of Mason. Alford 

Thornton, James John, Farnworth, Laneashire, Cotton Manufacturer. 
Aug 31 at 1! at offices of Dowling and Urry, Wood st, Bolton 

Trees, John, Middlesborough-on-Tees, Furniture Broker. Aug 19 at 
3 at offices of Harrison and Co, Zetland rd, Middlesborough 

Tunnicliffe, Frederick Howard, Park st, Camden Town, Horse Dealer. 
Aug 26 at 3 at offices of Cridge, Bishopsgate et within 

Turberville, Lewis, Brierley Hill, Stafford, Grocer. Aug 23 at 2 at 
offices of Waldron, High st, Brierley Hill 

Unsworth, William, Warrington, Tin Plate Worker, Aug 30 at 3 at 

! offices of Davies and Co, Bewsey st, Warrington. Brook and Davies 

Wakelin, John, Friskney, Lincoln, Farmer. Aug 23 at 12 at offices of 
Thomas, Emery Jane, Boston 

Walker, Thomas, and Hannsh Ada Tomlinson, Ashfield, Clothiers. 
Aug 27 at 12 at offices of Whittingham, Exchange walk, Nottingham 

‘Webb, William, Blackheath, Hill, Lewisham, Fruiterer. Aug 23 at 12 
at officesof Moss, Gracechurch st 

Whitfield, Joseph, East Coatham, York, Builder. Aug 23 at 3 at offices 
of Dodds and Co, Finkle st, Stockton-on-Tees. Cadle, Stockton-on- 


Tees 

Wileman, Arthur, Hinckley, Leicaster, Hosiery Manufacturer. Aug 
2 at ce at the Plough Inn, Stockwell Head st, Hinckley. Bland, 

inckley 

Wiles, Thomas, Coventry, Shoemaker. Aug 24 at 11 at offices of 
Hughes and Masser, Little Park st, Coventry 

Wilkinson, William, Manchester, Ironer. Sept 3 at 3 at offices of 
Kearsley and Oo, Brazennose st, Manchester 

Williams, Pierce, Liverpool, Saddler. Aug 28 at 2 at offices of Knowles, 
Union court, Cvstle st, Liverpool 

Wilner, Jonathan, and David Wilner and Patience Wilner, Grendon, 
Warwick, Licensed Victuallers. Aug 29 at 2.30 at offices of Tippetts, 
Long st, Atherstone 

Wilson, Charles Edwin, Cheetham Hill, nr Manchester, Agent. Aug 
30 at 3 at offices of Best, Lower King st, Manchester 

Wilson, William, Portobello rd, Notting hill, Furniture Dealer. Sept 
5 at 3 at offices of Holloway, Ball’s Pond rd, Islington. Cooper, 
Chancery lane 

‘Wolverston, ‘Thomas, Alfreton, Derby, Surgeon, Aug 28 at 11 at the 
George Hotel, Alireton. Thurman, Alfreton 

Wood, Joseph Josiah, sen, and Joseph Josiah Wood, jen, Hartley's 
Wharf, Tooley st, Contractors. Aug 29 at 1 at offices of Elmslie 
and Co, Leadenhall st 

Wrigley, Hiram, Marsh, near Huddersfield, Scribbler, Aug 26 at 11 
at offices of Drake, John William st, Huddersfield 

Wye, John Thomas, Belgrave, Leicester, Hosiery Manufacturer, Aug 
27 at 11 at Offices of Shires, Market st, Leicester 


SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA, 
Anti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 


Guaranteed Pure Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality, with the 
excess of fat extracted. 

The Faculty pronounce it ‘‘ the most nutritious, perfectly digestible 
beverage for Breakfast, Luncheon, or Supper, and invaluable for 
Invalids aad Children.” 

‘ Highly commended by the entire Medical Press." 

Being without sugar, spice, or other admixture, it suits all palates, 
keeps better in all climates, and is four times the strength of cocoas 
THICKENED yet WEAKENED with starch, &c., and IN REALITY CHEAPER 
than such Mixtures. 

Made instantaneously with boiling water, a teaspoonful to a Break- 
fast Cup, costing less than a halfpenny. 

CocoATINA A LA VANILLE is the most delicate, digestible, cheapest 
Mee ver Chocolate, ani may be taken when richer chocolate is pro- 

IDI ° 
In tin packets at 1s, 6d., 3s., &e., by Chemists and Grocers. 
Charities on Special Terms by the Sole Proprietors, 
H. SCHWEITZER & CO., 10, Adam-street, London, W.C. 


PAINLESS DENTISTRY. 
MR, G. H. JONES, 
SURGEON DENTIST, 

57, GREAT RUSSELL-STREET, LONDON 
(Immediately opposite the British Museum), 

Has obtained Her Majesty’s Royal Letters gag for his perfectly 


painless systera of adaptin; 
(Prize Medal, London and Paris) 
ARTIFICIAL TEETH sy ATMOSPHERIC PRESSURE. 


Pamphlet Gratis and Post-free, 




















BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 


To He Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the Judicial 4 
‘ Corporation of London, &e. Benes 


SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS;':, 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSEL'S DITTO, . 


CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY & CLERGY GOWNS, ge; 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94, CHANCERY LANE,’ LONDON. . 


LAW COPYING OFFICE 
75, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON, W.0. 
NO CHARGE FOR PAPER. 
DOCUMENTS COPIED 11d: per folio, Engrowed 


PLANS COPIED. 

LAW and GENERAL PRINTING. 

LAW and GENERAL LITHOGRAPHY. 

LAW and GENERAL STATIONERY. 
PARCHMENT .—Indentures ruled and red lined 


for 15, 20, and 30 folios, 24s. dozen ; Followers, 22s. dozen. 
ACCOUNT BOOKS of Every Description. 
DIE SINKING and STAMPING. 
COPYING and LEVER PRESSES. 
EDWARD TANN, 


75, CHANCERY LANE, & 308, HIGH HOLBORN. 
Samples forwarded. Estimates given. 


YATES & ALEXANDER, 


LAW, PARLIAMENTARY, AND 
GENERAL PRINTERS, 


LONSDALE BUILDINGS, CHANCERY LANE, W.C. 
[Previously styled Chancery Buildings.] 











Every description of printing executed with the utmost spel 
and upon reasonable terms. 


A Liberal Discount for Cash, 





Temporary entrance to Y. & As Works by 
Breams Buildings, Chancery Lane, during the 
building of the frontage. 


B2A4ND AND 00/8 OWN SAUCE | 
SOUPS, PRESERVED PROVISIONS 
YY O&K AND GAME PIES for YACHTING; alo | 
ES5=NcE OF BEEF, BEEF TEE} 
(TURTLE SOUP, AND JELLY, and” othe 
QPEOCIALITIES for INVALIDS | 


— 























CAUTION :—BEWARE OF IMITATIONS. | 
Sole Address : / 


11, LITTLE STANHOPE STREET, MAYFAIR, Ww. 


DINNEFORD’S MAGNESIA. | 


The Medical Profession for over Forty Years have approved of this pure 
solution as the best remedy for 


ACIDITY of the STOMACH, HEARTBURN, HEADACHE, GOUT 
and INDIGESTION, a 
And as the safest Aperient for Delicate Constitutions, Ladies 
ta. 


DINNEFORD'S MAGNESIA: 
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